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An extra half sheet, or eight pages, as supplementary 
to the last number of the Reeistrr, accompanies the pre- 
sent—to dispose of some interesting articles which had 
accumulated in type. We would gladly repeat this ope- 
ration frequently—( though without a hope of keeping pace 
with the new productions of matter), for these are times 
that will be earnestly referred to, a little while hence. 
Without a misuse of the worn-out catch-word of the 
‘Richmond Enquirer,” we are on the borders of an im- 
portant ‘‘crisis.” 

It will be seen that the senate has refused to register 
the president’s protest, 27 to 16. It is again reported that 


there will be an appeal to the people, as has several times 
before been mentioned. 


We present the message of the president renominatin 
Messrs. Wager and others, as directors of the bank of the 
United States, with the report of the senate’s committee 
of finance thereon, and some extracts from the ‘‘executive 

journal” concerning these nominations, with the yeas 
and nays, &c. 

It will not fail to strike the attention of the reader, that 
the message commences with disclaiming all pretension, 
or right, to call in question the reasons of the senate for 
rejecting nominations—while the chief part of it is made 
up of suggestions of reasons which may have influenced 
the senate, and of arguments upon those ——— rea- 
sons as though they were established facts. Such is our 
reading of this paper. 

The report, or reply, of the committee of finance, 
written in a dignified mildness of language, is exceed- 
ingly severe in its remarks on the suggestions or ‘‘pre- 
sumptions” of the president, and in its refusal to make 
up an argument with him. 

It will be observed, that, having suggested certain rea- 
sons which may have influenced the senate in rejecting 
the nominations, and presuming upon them, the presi- 
dent plainly intimates that he will not nominate any 
other directors. The senate absolutely refused, as they 
ought, to plead to the suggested reasons, and the ‘‘Globe”’ 
of Saturday last says— 

‘The report of the committee of the senate does not place 
the rejection on the conduct of the directors in making their 
communications to the president; on the contrary, it leaves it 
to be inferred that they may have been rejected on other 
grounds; and under such circumstances, we presume other di- 
rectors will be nominated, a3 soon as a proper selection can be 
made. It is much to be feared, however, that there will be 
difficulty in obtaining the services of any citizen, while it is left 
in doubt whether the senate will not reject them, if they imi- 
tate the conduct of the late directors, in reporting, from time to 
time, such abuses as may come to their knowledge.”’ 

|The preceding is a very ingenious paragraph !] 

Che subject, in general, invites many remarks—but 
we shall not make them. The president has no more to 
do with the reasons of the senate for rejecting nomina- 
tions, than the senate has to do with the reasons of the 
president for making them; either party is altogether in- 
dependent of the other, in this respect—-and, we hope, 
will always remain so.* 








_ *The following rather queer remarks on this subject, appear 
in the ‘*Richmond Enquirer” of the 6th inst. We have italicis- 
ed certain of its parts—which “looks rebellion.” 

'€ give up a large portion of our paper to the message of the 
president, and the report of the committee upon the renomina- 
tion of the public directors, to the senate ofthe U.S. The 
first bears date on the 11th March—and the second is made on- 
ly on the 2d May. It is strange that the senate should have let 
this matter sleep nearly two months. 

We hold the perfect right of the senate to reject, at their 
pleasure, any nomination which may he made by the president, 
without assigning reasons for their conduct. We also admit the 
right of the president to renominate the same individuals, upon 
pm a by reasons; but without criticising the course of the 
senate. In this respoct, the senate owes no responsibilty to any 


quarter, but to their own consciences and to their constituents. 


§ | States. 





In a subsequent page there is a brief sketch of a debate 
in the French chamber of deputies, on the appropriation 
to carry into effect the treaty of indemnification with the 


United States, which has been refused by a majority of 
eight. ‘This is bad news. 


Our means are so small compared with the requisitions 
made upon them, that we hardly know what to promise, 
or hold out the expectation of performing—as to the in- 
sertion of articles: but there are several speeches on the 
late protest of the president against the proceedings of 


the senate, however, that we have a strong desire to make 
room for—pro and con. 


We publish, in a subsequent page, a recent and compa- 
rative statement of the affairs of the bank of the United 
The solvency of this institution was ‘ ‘question- 
ed”? not long ag, by profligate or ignorant persons! 
Look at the mighty means of the bank! Thecoin which 
it holds, and the debts that are due to it by the state banks 
and in Europe, are about the same in amount as its whole 
circulation; and if all the state banks, (the deposite banks 
not excepted), are not at the mercy of the U. S. bank, it 
has power to forbid the making of new discounts by them 
—for, if the directors pleased, they might, by liberal is- 
sues of their own notes, at any point desired, (?f ot al- 
ready possessed of ample means), gather-in a sufficient 
quantity of the notes of the state banks to cast them down, 
as rows of bricks are prostrated by idle boys in play— 
each thumping against its ‘‘next door neighbor” until the 
whole tier is laid flat! 

A part of the increased specie has been drawn from 
abroad—but another considerable part has been derived 
from the confidence of the people in the solvency of this 
bank, and the intelligence with which its concerns are 
managed. The labor of its tellers is greatly increased 
by receipts of specie in exchange for its notes, or in ac- 
commodating individuals with such notes in exchange for 
those of local banks. "We know of several cases in which 
agents and factors are particularly instructed to bring 
home or transmit the proceeds of articles committed to 
their charge, either in specie or bills of the bank of the 
United States; and a worthy and well informed gentle- 
man has just observed, that, on the eastern shore of Ma- 
ryland, for an example, the proportion of U. S. bills in 
circulation seems ten times larger than ever it was here- 
tofore. Such proceedings are exceedingly detrimental 
to the state banks, for they severely embarrass and re- 
strict the ordinary operations of some of the sound- 
est and best managed of them—but the bank of the U. S. 
has no other instrumentality in bringing them about than 
naturally flows from an undoubted confidence in its abi- 
lity to meet its engagements, in any emergency—though 
the hostility of ‘*the government” be superadded to the 
‘*pressure”’ of the times! 

At the beginning of the war ‘‘at the knife’s point and 
the knife to the hilt” (as a certain distinguished legisla- 
tor has beautifully deseribed the manner in which he 





The senate may have erred, and it is highly probable that they 
have erred, in the motives which have actuated them to reject 
the government directors. But the president has committed 
an efror in discussing the motives which might have actuated 
them—and upon putting on an hypothesis, his own duty of no- 
minating to the senate, officers whose appointment is called for 
by the laws of the land. We are pleased to learn from the 
Globe, that the president is about to nominate other directors to 
the senate. The president puts it upon the ground, that the se- 
nate have not avowed their rejection of the former directors, 
because they had communicated the transactions of the bank to 
him—therefore, as they have not maintained this principle, he 
will nominate others. We have not had time to look at the pro- 
ceedings of the congress which framed the bank charter, for the 
purpose of seeing whether thie function of reporting to the exe- 


— by the government directors was contemplated at the 
time. 
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would fight), the bank was spoken of asa ‘“‘reptile to be 
crushed at will, under the feet of the secretary of the trea- 
sury,”—and so fools believed, and silly ones rejoiced at 
it, for they knew no better, being entirely ignorant of 
the real state of the bank, as well as of the nature of cur- 
rency—and inflated, also, like frogs croaking on the bor- 
ders of a muddy pool, with delicious ideas of their own 
importance, and the power of their own ‘sweet voices” 
to perform a requiem over the bank. But their eroak- 


ings only made common-sense people laugh—if not com-_ 
€ 


led to grieve at the evils which ignorance and vanity 
vad inflieted—for the ‘‘reptile’? would’nt be crushed! 
What was next to be done? The whole flock then 
**iumped over the fence,” and, instead of *‘glorying” over 
the weakness of the bank, they abused it for its strength, 
and simultaneously shouted ‘‘monster,’’ ‘‘monster,” 
*‘monster!”? And they had the effrontery—though they 
said, years before, that the bank ought to commence a re- 
tirement of its business—to criminate the institution for 
withholding new discounts! Precious consistency— 
‘*‘elorious” demonstration of the love of truth! But that 
story, as we said not long agu, was soon kicked out of 
every decent company, by the simple shewing of the 
bank that it had not reduced the line of its discounts to 
the extent to which the line of its deposites had been 
reduced—though, if the bank must die at the expiration 
of its charter, impudenee itself should not have blamed 
it for restraining its discounts. It is a common saying, 
and too often seems a true one, that “corporations have 
no souls;” but, in this instance, the bank of the United 
States has shewn us that it has one, or that a sense of its 
own interest, to prevent a general bankruptcy of dealing 
men, has acted in the place of a ‘‘soul;” and it is well, 
indeed, that the bank is not ‘*rae MoNnsTER” which it 
has been so loudly and angrily proclaimed: that certain 
considerations which enter not into the minds of its ene- 
mies, which have no home in their bosoms, induce it to 
restrain its power to do that harm to others which 
others designed to render against itself, and would still 
exert, if they could! We do not envy these men the se- 
cret thoughts of their own hearts—the compunctious vi- 
sitations of their own consciences!—for we presume that 
even , must ‘‘know himself” sufficiently well to feel 
that he is a contemptible night-produced ‘‘toad stool,” 
and a miserable and filthy ind pestiferous thing. 


In the present state of affairs, we could not advise 
the directors of the bank (if our humble opinion were 
asked), to extend their circulation—yet we regret to ob- 
serve that it is rapidly diminishing. Every hundred dol- 
lars of its notes withdrawn, probably contracts the gene- 
ral circulation at least 400 dollars (for its notes are better 
than specie), and the value of money is too rapidly ap- 
preciated, and so it must goon. But what can the bank 
do? Can it be asked, at this season of peril, to extend 
its business? Certainly not. It stands, and must stand, 
‘‘like a strong man armed,” between a sound currency 
and a circulation of rag-money—and if the latter pre- 
rails, as many well-judging persons fear that it must, the 
interests of the bank itself will be exceedingly injured. 
Here are the horns of the dilemma!—lIf the bank in- 
creases its circulation, it endangers itself, and will be 
also grossly abused for doing so, because of the near ap- 
proach of the expiration of its charter—if it retires its 
circulation, (which the people prefer to coin), it drains 
the coin out of the state banks, and, to four times the 
amount of such drains, reduces ¢heir discounts or accom- 
modations to the public! Hence the paralysis in busi- 
ness of all sorts, which, in our opinion, has only just 
commenced. There are peculiar circumstances which 
must urge it onward. A part of the public debt, (of in- 
significant amount, in past times, but now a weighty con- 
cern), isto be paid—and certain arrangements entered 
into at New Nork, and, perhaps, other places, to relieve 
the pressure on business-men, have passed the period for 
which they were entered into. We hope that they may 
be renewed. ‘The necessity of relief is every day more 
and more apparent. Distress gathers force as it pro- 
ceeds. And the deposite banks cannot long render the 
relief that was expected of them, through the use of the 
puate deposites—tor, if the ordinary amount of moneys 

appropriated, ‘‘the government” will not have a *‘sur- 
plus,” at the end of a few months. 








The onan idea of breaking or ‘‘erushing” the bank 
of the United States, has been abandoned! it may die a 
natural death, but all.the power of ‘the government” 
cannot kill it before itstime! And, though the bank 
cannot be killed, it may prostrate its tens of thousands of 
the people, and must, in self defence, unless the hostile 
proceedings against it are suspended, if not retraced— 
whether the charter shall be renewed in a modified form 

or the idea of continuing a national bank be altogether 
thrown aside. 

In the present state of the business and currency of the 
United States, the notion of a sudden reversion to a me- 
tallic medium, is worthy only the mind of a Straight- 
waistcoated maniac. It is impossible, unless in the al- 
most universal ruin of all who do not hold public offices 
and feed atthe public crib. These might fatten on the 
agonies of honest men, if paid in coin, or its equivalent 
as they are now. It is the part of every honest man to 
wish the preservation of a sound currency; and we fear. 
lessly assert that we have the best currency in the world 
in the bills of the bank of the United States, being unde- 
niably better than hard dollars, because of the reduced 
risk in keeping, or cost of transporting moneys from 
place to place. 


The bank has a mighty power. It has the strength of 
a giant—but does not exert it. The state banks stand in 
the relation of rivals to it, being engaged in the same bu- 
siness; but where is the state bank that asks the abolition 
of a bank of the United States? What possible better 
evidence of the good conduct of the bank ean be offered, 
than in the imposing fact suggested—the almost universal 
testimony of intelligent men, who know and feel that the 
bank of the United States, instead of being a ‘‘monster,” 
with the will to cripple and destroy the state institutions, 
is always ready, and never has refused, to sustain such of 
them as had just claims toa liberal support. If it be said 
that such is the interest of the bank, (as we believe that 
it is), so much the better! The strongest guard against 
the doing of wrong, is to make ita person’s interest to 
do right. 

The power of the bank has been as well derived from 
the intelligent and prudential administration of its con- 
cerns, as from the ignorance and vanity of those who 
would have ‘‘erushed” it. It was as though a parcel of 
children, putting to sea on a float of loose boards, and arm- 
ed with elder-bush pop-guns, charged with chewed paper, 
had made an attack upon, and demanded the surrender 
of, the ConsriTuTIon frigate—when commanded bya 
Hull, Bainbridge or Stewart, and manned by 500 Ame- 
ricans whose *‘home is on the deep!”’ And then, though 
the precaution of even closing the ports of the frigate 
should not be made—though not a single swivel, charged 
with grains of sand only, should be fired by her—who 
would not laugh when they heard her called a “monster,” 
for the simple reason that she would not haul down the 
stripes and stars at the bidding of such an enemy? But 
this is not all—the ripples of the water against her ‘‘iron 
sides”? shakes into pieces the floats of boards, and her 
boats are hoisted out to save the young ones who would 
have sunk her—if they could!+ 

In the preceding part of this article, it is mentioned 
that large amounts of specie were deposited in the bank 
of the United States, to obtain its notes. We learn, how- 
ever, that, in many cases, such exchange is refused by the 
bank—and for these reasons, that the bank generally pre- 
fers its own notes to specie—having an ample sufficiency 
of the latter, and not knowing to what foul purposes the 





*We have some truly laughable accounts of the cozenings of 
some of the ‘perish credit”? members of congress, to obtain bills 
of the bank of the United States in exchange for those which 
are paid them in Washington. re these men honest? How 
modest is it in them, to recommend to others that which they 
will not take themselves! They talk about a‘‘metallic curren- 
cy,?? and yet beg for accommodations from the office of the bank 
of the United States. Let them send or carry home, the bills 
of the bank of the Metropolis! 

¢The bank has comparatively increased the amount of its ac- 
ecommodations—and, with all the disposition that prevails to 
misrepresent and distort the proceedings of its directors, has & 
single instance of oppression been preferred and sustained 
against them? The demands on other banks have been mode- 
rately urged, and in many instances postponed; and in cases 0 
emergency the coin and credit of this bank have been freely 
tendered to state banks. 
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former may be appropriated by malignant persons; and 
it often happens that from one to two per cent. in coin, 
js offered as a premium for notes of this bank, and re- 
fused. ‘This is the natural result of the war that prevails 
against the institution—a war of “the government” against 
seven millions of the people’s own money vested in the 
capital of the bank! And besides, it is rather the interest 
of the bank to import specie at the present rates of ex- 
change, than to gather it from the vaults of the local banks, 
unless in necessary settlement of balances due. 

The imbecility of those ‘\o made war upon the bank 
had two leading causes—... st, the veto of the president 
on the bill for rechartering the bank, was a war against 
both houses of congress—and the removal of the deposites 
as well a war against the common sense of mankind, as 
against the house of representatives, which had, at the last 
session, by a vote of 109 to 46, declared the public mo- 
ney safe in this institution; and now, perhaps, there is 
hardly one man in a hundred who can ‘‘read, rite and 
sipher to the rule of three,” being engaged in any sort 
of business, that, in the secret of his own heart, regards 
the removal of the deposites as a wise or proper proceed- 
ing on the part of the president. It is almost universally 
reprobated by the thinking men, though party will not 
permit some to confess it, openly. The people then, who 
had power over this subject, were not on the side of “the 
government,” and the imdbecility of the latter is shewn in 
the manner stated above. The moral force of the coun- 
try is in Opposition to the will of the president, to say no- 
thing of the sacrifices of property and of comfort which 
his measures have already caused. 

We shall make another remark, and conclude, intend- 
ing to refer to the fact more fully at a future day. The 
bauk is eomplained of as a ‘‘monopoly,”? &c. But what 
was the origin of this bank? Was it the contrivance of 
capitalists, or a project of the government, to redeem the 
republic of a disordered currency and re-establish public 
and private credit? Jt was the latter! And if the pre- 
sent bank shall be destroyed, the same causes will pro- 
duce the same effects, and we shall have another bank! 
But why not profit by past experience? Must we be re- 
pera *‘brayed in a mortar” to maintain vivid recol- 
ections of pains endured? 

The reports that difficulties have occurred between the 
committee of the house of representatives, (sent to Phi- 
ladelphia, to investigate the affuirs of the bank of the 
United States), and the president and directors of that 
institution, have been continued—and, indeed, the return 
of the committee seems to have been daily expected; but 
things have not yet proceeded to that extremity. 

We gather from these reports, [how far they are true 
we pretend not to form an opinion}, that the committee 
had claimed not only the private possession of the books 
of the bank, as stated in our last, but copies of all letters 
“fon any subject in any way connected with the bank, or 
the public deposites, or private affairs, which the officers 
of the bank may have received from members of con- 
gress, within the last two years’’—of course, this demand 
was refused: for, as the ‘‘National Intelligencer” well 
observes, ‘*So jealous were the people of this country, in 
reference to this matter, that a provision was introduced 
into the constitution of the United States, expressly se- 
curing the right of the people to be secure in their pa- 
pers, effects, &c. ‘against wireasonadle searches and sei- 
zures.” Whatcau be more unreasonable than the gener- 
al seizure of the correspondence of the members of con- 
gress, without warrant, by the assumed authority of a 
committee of congress?”? And besides, the whole power 
of congress is contained in the following clause of the 
charter of the hank—‘‘That it shall, at all times, be law- 
ful for a committee of either house of congress, appoint- 
ed for that purpose, to mspect the books, and to examine 
into the proceedings of the corporation hereby created, 
and to report whether the provisions of this charter have 
been, by the same, violated or not.” This is the whole 
power. 

_ There is no possible right in the committee to make 
either of the demands stated, and there would be a gross 
impropriety in listening to either of them. They are 
claims that coald not be made on the part of a portion 
even of the directors of any bank, unless under a special 
order of the board, in some particular emergency. We 








must needs think that the committee well knew that such 
claims would not, and could not, be honored—and that 
the effect of a refusal of them was calculated. We un- 
derstand that a long correspondence has taken place on 
these subjects. ‘There. is a plain and acknowledgel and 
legal remedy in ‘‘the government,” provided by the 
charter, to ascertain whether the charter has been vio- 
lated or not—by a writ of scire facias. This is indeed 
the only remedy provided—if resorted to, the bank will 
promptly plead to it; but dares not encourage such an 
espoinage as is now for the first time attempted in the 
United States. 
We have yet another ‘‘explosion’’—as follows: 
DIARYLAND SAVINGS INSTITUTION, 
May 6th, 1834. 

§tThe board of directors deem it advisable, under 
existing circumstances, to suspend the operations of this 
institution, as relates to the receipt and payment of de- 
posites for the present—and until further notice. 

The stockholders are invited to attend a meeting at 
Scotti’s long room, in South street, on Thursday next, at 
four o’clock in the afternoon, to consider and decide on 
the course to be pursued in settling the affairs of the in- 
stitution.* The holders of certificates of e pitgen depo- 
sites are informed, that they will be received in payment 
of debts due the institution—and all moneys deposited or 
left in charge of the institution ¢Ais day, will be returned 
to those entitled. All notes deposited for collection, by 
persons not indebted to the institution, will be delivered 
to the depositors. 

It is believed by the board of directors, that in decid- 
ing on the present suspension, they have adopted a mea- 
sure which will tend to secure full payment of ail the de- 
posites in the institution. By order of the board, 

J. HUTCHINS, treasurer. 


This institution was a large depository of the moneys, or 
savings, of the productive classes, and its operations were 
extensive. If we except the bank of Maryland, (which 
failed sometime ago), there neither was, ner is, in this city, 
any corporate body which could have {direetly] borne so 
heavily on the industrious and hard-working and econo- 
mical citizens of Baltimore. A doubt has, for several 
weeks, existed as to its ability to meet its engagements; 
and a great sum has been drawn from it, in consequence 
of that doubt: but a greater sum remains that conld not 
be promptly drawn, notice of the intention to withdraw 
being required, and we see the result as above stated. 
It is believed that the institution may pay all its debts 
in a reasonable time, if able to make reasonable collec- 
tions of those which are due to it, and leave somethin 
for the stockholders; for, at the last settlement of its af- 
airs, there was a large apparent sum in surplus profits. 
We have not, however, any particular knowledge of the 
condition of this establishment. 

A great crowd collected about the building on Wed- 
nesday morning, and a deep feeling of distress was ma- 
nifested, especially on the part of several females; but the 

eople conducted themselves in an orderly manner, and 
if any had a disposition to create a riot, it was restrained 
for the want of co-operating spirits. 

In a community so pressed down as that of this city, 
every event of this sort adds a ten-fold pressure to the 
real amount of the difficulty itself by diminishing public 
confidence—for thousands of false reports are put afloat, 
though there are enough of bad ones in circulation that are 
true—and the end of these things is not near at hand! 
No man can caleulate the ending of them. There is not a 
single ray of light to guide us through the gloom that en- 
compasses us. We have only to fear the what next? 

Several gentlemen have requested us to publish and pre- 
serve lists of the presidents and directors of the several 
corporations that have failed in this city, that they may be 
easily referred to; and also suggested, that certain close 





*The meeting was held, and a general statement of the affairs 
of the institution has been published. In the use of gross sums, 
it shews a balanced account—the responsibilities and apparent 
means being each $896,082 80—but nothing is stated by which 
the validity of the means may be tested, nor is any opinion ex- 
pressed of the solvency of the establishment. ‘The subject hap 
been referred to an excellent committee of five persone, who 
are expected to make a report on or before the 19th inst. 
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investigations should be commenced by us, as in times 
past, when at war with the ‘‘rag-barons,” &c. The ob- 
ject of the former as we understand it, is in the way of 
reproof, that some worthy men should have permitted the 
use of their names to sanction proceedings that have 
turned out so calamitous. It isa great misfortune, that 
such persons have so acted—for so it is, in many cases, 
that they were as ignorant of the reai state of the institu- 
tions to which they were attached, as of things happen- 
ing in Kamschatska—seldom meeting, and then as if only 
to make upa board! But they ought to be held responsi- 
ble to the public, in one way or another. 

The general subject, however, is one that, on account 
of its locality, we are indisposed to meddle with—for our 
local circulation is very limited; and, as we never have, 
wedo not choose now, to lumber our pages with local 
affairs.* And withall, injustice might be rendered to 
some individuals: for monetary negotiations which appear- 
ed highly prudent and proper before ‘‘the fell experi- 
ment”’ One and when cash courted credit—would now 
seem to 
means. ‘The people are not always willing to make right- 
ful allowanees for altered circumstances—and yet it is 
these which determine some of the most important events 
of our lives. Principles do not change; but the practice 
on principles is at all times subject to various muta- 
tions. Who that made an engagement in September last 
to pay money in May, present, and thought himself act- 
ing wisely—does not regret the proceeding, if of a nature 
that it might have been avoided at the time! One thou- 
sand dollars in ready money now, seems worth more than 
1,500 dollars were worth then—and is certainly harder to 
get the possession of. Still we believe that there has been 
much excessively imprudent conduct, (if not fraudulent 
intention), in some of the persons connected with these 
bankrupted institutions. 

The glory of ‘‘the experiment” is more and more ma- 
nifest every day. In our last paper we published an ac- 
count of the cotton spindles which had been stopped in 
the neighborhood of Fyosidenee, R. I. being 70,400—we 


have now to add the following, from the ‘*Providence 
Journal.” 


Albion, (more than stated),.........cccccccecevenes 2,100 
as 6 an occls 6046 249'0060.066 ans 006besds on 3,500 
SD DEMME an cose ccceccecccaciccedesceceeeeses 2,000 
TEL wane 5 65'6006.0 05.0 0900564» 000000008000 08 2,000 


J. Burbank, 





SUPE UE NA WeneAG 45M ce dk.sden teeaatanaaen 1,700 
POURS cbc cca cbveccccecsesececs cocecesedées 2,500 
Jown Blater, (Jewitt city),......csvsceccccsccvcccees 1,500 
15,300 
Number before stated,..............4.. 70,400 
PGS bab cots occccess pecseppecies 15,300 
Total, at this time 85,700 
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One of the Ietter writers from Washington states a 
curious circumstance which happened in the house of re- 
resentatives on the 2d inst. as follows: Mr. Chilton— 
aving the floor on the resolution of Mr. Jarvis for in- 
quiring into to the condition of the District banks—made 
good his statement, that he had an important fact to com- 
municate respecting the pes there, the bank of the Metro- 
polis, and seid that the bank had violated its charter, by 
the issue of one dollar bills, ‘‘with the connivance and 
sanction of the government.” 
‘This is no statement, (says the account), unsustained by 
roof, for Mr. C. exhibited the proof, read the note in his place 
n the house, and on its face it purported to have the usual 
vignette—bank of the Metropolis, selected depository of the 
vernment—and was endorsed Washington, 6th November, 
833, pay one dollar to S. Potter, agent of the treasury depart- 
ment, and afterwards payable to F. P. Blair, editor of the Globe, 
the official paper; through whose hands it came with others, 
and was so endorsed, &c. &c.!!! Mr. C. then placedin juzta 
position, the clause by which the charter of the bank was de- 
clared to be violated, if it should issue any nete or bill of a 


less denomination than five dollars. The bane and antidote 
were both before them.”? 





*This work owes but little to Baltimore for its support. For 
one dollar received of its citizens, the editor has brought from 
distant places thirty or forty dollars to be expended among 
them. It is therefore manifest that he cannot go into a special 
examination of things that are local in their nature, and would 
involvé, perhaps, an occupancy of the chief part of his pages, 
which more belong to the people of several of the states, than 
so those of Maryland, including the city of Baltimore. 


nave been the result of insane caloulations of 














TS 
There are several other matters 


referred agai 
bank—and it seems probable that the fact ae be = 
Chilton will lead to an investigation of its affairs, which 


it seemed resolved should not be made: it being de- 
nied in the house that congress had power to examine 
even into the solvency of the bank of the Metropolis 
though a place of deposite of the public money! ‘ 


The following from a late London paper, will not fail 
to claim the serious attention of thinking persons. It j< 
true to the letter, except that the party which has power 
to relieve the misery of the people, is engaged in an 
‘‘experiment,” and will not. 

The unparalleled embarrassments amorgst the commercia} 
classes of the United States, have produced a great stagnation 
in the trade between this country and that recently flourishing 
republic. The numerous failures which have occurred in New 
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and the other cities of the 
union, have been felt both directly and indirectly in England, 
Directly in their effect on individual firms, and indirectly iy 
their effect on the general state of credit. There is, of course, 
a great indisposilion on this side of the Auantic to risk goods, 
or to enter into commercial transactions at present, in a coun- 
try in which undoubted solvency and unblemished integrity are 
no securities against embarrassment and ruin, and the commer- 
cial classes on the other side find too much difficulty in meet- 
ing their engagements in the present disordered state of trade 
and suspension of credit, to have either disposition or ability to 
extend their concerns. 

Thus the prospects of a vast and profitable trade with the 
United States, which only a few months since seemed so bright, 
have been clouded, and it ie impossible to tell when the cloud 
shall pass away. A rancorous spirit of party seems to have 
destroyed every thing like reasonableness in the government. 
Under these circustances, the elose and intimate connection 
between the American republic and the British empire, com- 
pels us to endure a considerable share of the inconvenience 
resulting from the embarrassments of our trang-atiantic friends 
and customers. The exports of iron, woollen goods, cutlery, 
hosiery, and we have no doubt of all other articles, have re- 
ceived a severe check, from which they will not recover until 
the Americans and their government recover their senses. 
When that will be it is impossible to guess, for up to the iatest 
accounts, the exasperation of all parties seem only to be in- 
creased by the increasing misery of every class of the people. 
Each party lays the blame on the other, and none does any 
thing to restore public or private confidence. 


— 


Mr. Schott, president of the Girard bank, at Philadel- 
phia, has officially notified the stockholders that the con- 
tract with the United States, for the receipt of the public 


deposites, will ‘‘cease and determine” on the Ist July 
next. 


It is mentioned that Mr. Rush has resigned his clerk- 
ship to the committee examining the affairs of the bank, 


with a view to his nomination as a ‘‘government direc- 
tor’’ of that institution. 


— 


Two manufacturers of buttons, in Easthampton, Mass. 
have recently discharged more than fifteen hundred work- 
ing people—because of the want of demand for their pro- 
ducts, in the want of money or credit to purchase them. 
The discharged are chiefly females. 


United States bank stock at New York, May 3—107. 


The packet ship Ontario has arrived at New York from 
London, with 350,000 dollars in specie. 

The business at the gold mines of Georgia is said to 
be very profitable just now, and that it will yield an in- 
terest of 15 or 20 per cent. profit on the labor and capital 
employed last year. An Irishman named Thomas C. 
Bowen had withheld a deposite of 14,955 dwts. of gold 
for the bank of Darien, and eloped with the property. 
A teller in the Mechanics and Traders’ bank of New 
Orleans, has also removed several thousand dollars of the 
deposites, without assigning any ‘‘reasons” for so doing. 


at 


The Jackson party has succeeded in the election of con- 
stables in the district of Southwark, (Philadelphia), by 7 
larger majority than usual; and also in the election 0 
mayor, &e. in the new city of Brooklyn, (opposite New 
York), by a smaller majority than usual; but has been 
defeated in every ward of the city of 2/bany, and <br 
aggregate majority of 475 votes. So also at Catsk!, 


which, in 1831, gave a large Jackson majority. 
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The borough of Reading, Pennsylvania, hitherto one 
of the strongest holds of the administration, has elected 
anti-Jackson officers. Such a result does not appear to 
have been expected by one party, and was unhoped for 
by the other. 

The committee of the five first wards of the 1g Ag 
Baltimore, charged with a certain ‘‘instruction”’ to Mr. 
McKim, have made a very able and elaborate report on 
the subject—which shall be noticed when like returns 
from Anne Arundel county are received. 


A large ‘Jackson Republican” meeting was held in 
Monument Square, Baltimore, on Wednesday evening 
last. As we have published the resolutions passed at the 
other meeting, we shall give those passed at this. 


A memorial was lately offered in the senate, by Mr. 
McKean, from certain ‘*democratic-republican-Jackson- 
Wolf-citizens”’ of Peunsylvania. 


——_— 


The ‘‘New York Courier” says that of 85 persons ap- 
pointed to make arrangements for the reception of the 
newly elected mayor, more than forty are office-holders, 


—— 


A lively report has prevailed that gov. Tazewell, of 
Virginia, will speedily convene the new legislature, 
because of the present state of public affairs. Such a 
proceeding might have a powerful effect in these peril- 
ous times; but the season Is exceedingly inconvenient to 
the members, and the expense not to be disregarded, un- 
less the necessity shall become manifest. 


There is a majority in every county of Mr. Stevenson’s 
district, in Virginia, against his political course, and the 
entire vote not less than two to one against the adminis- 
tration. Mr. Loyall’s district shews more than two to 
one against his votes in the house of representatives of 
the United States. 

We may insert some amasing paragraphs, in the way 
of prophecies concerning the late elections in Virginia, 
or as attempts to soften down the result—which, it is dis- 
tinetly stated, shews a majority of at least twenty-five 
against the administration. It is supposed that this num- 
ber will be much increased, when the legislature meets, 
in consequence of the *‘protest.” 

Several of the newspapers are wickedly republish- 
ing Mr. Benton’s famous speech of May 4, 1826, on 
executive powers, patronage, privileges, &c. Itis really 
an amusing article—an ‘‘entire” reform one; and we in- 
vite our numerous friends who preserve files of the Re- 
GISTER, to refer to vol. 36 page 292, that they may have 
a hearty and long laugh; and, in times like these, every 


man who causes a laugh should be regarded a ‘*public 
benefactor!” 


—— 


The New York Standard thinks it a small matter that 
114,918 names are signed to petitions praying for a re- 
storation of the deposites, and only 8,751 against the re- 
storation. Whit is 115,000 to the 13,000,000 inhabitants 
of the United States? But are not these thirteen millions 
subject to some small considerations? In the first place, 
about three millions on account of persons of color—then 
a few millions for women and children—then other mil- 
lions for persons who have had no opportunity to signa 
memorial, and then a large number for aliens and pau- 
pers, and others, who have no right to sign. 

The publication of the ew York Standard has ceas- 
ed. It was one of the most earnest supporters of the ad- 
ministration in the United States. The ‘‘New York 
Evening Post” now stands alone in that city, and is much 
disposed to rnn down Mr, Swartwout, the collector of 
the port, and certain others of the custom house-officers 
—~Saying that there are offences of a ‘‘political nature 
that should have been enquired into.” 

Mr. Foot has left his seat in congress to enter upon 
the duties of governor of Connecticut, and so also has 
Mr. Lawrence to take his place as mayor of New York. 





Col. Crockett is yet on his ‘tower’ to the north, and 
has much amused the people by his originalities, and the 
broad good humor that plays on his ‘thonest face.” 

The cholera is bad among the boats on the western 
waters—several of them, (ascending), have lost from 5 
to 20 passengers—one lost 8 cabin passengers. Several 
U.S. soldiers had died on board the steamboat Phila- 
del phia. 

The governor of Rhode Island has issued a warrant 
convening the old house of representatives, stating that 
doubts are entertained whether a guorum of senators has 
been chosen by the people, and that it will be necessary 
for the house to take steps suited to the emergency. 

The condition of things in this state seems awkward 
enough. In 1832, says a Providence paper, the Jackson 
legislature passed a law providing for the continuance of 
the governor and senate in office in case of a non-election 
by the people. They endeavored to set aside the elec- 
tion of Mr. Robbins, as United States senator, and to sub- 
stitute Elisha R. Potter for a vacancy which had not hap- 
pened. Mr. Potter having been rejected, they repealed 
this same law, and now on the very last day of their po- 
litical existence, this oLp house of representatives has 
been summoned to re-enact this same law, without which 
the state would be without any government at all.” 


——— 


In the first week of the late opening of the New York 
canals, the gross receipts on the whole of them, amount- 
ed to the large sum of $44,642 42. 

The Pennsylvania canals have been doing a good busi- 
ness for some time. Their opening considerably pre- 
ceeded that of the New York canals, and a spirited com- 
petition prevails to obtain the trade of the ‘‘great west.” 


-—— 


Belgium does not appear to have gained much by the 
revolution and separation from Holland. Nearly all the 
merchants have departed for and located themselves in 
the latter—and from the following it appears that the 
manufacturers are also moving away— 

A letter from Antwerp, in a Ghent journal says—‘*The 
house of William Wood, Leaven & Son, of this city has 
sold to the clerey the extensive buildings in which they 
carry on their manufactures of muslin. It is intended to 
convert this building into a convent for nuns. Before the 
revolution, Mr. Wood gave employment to about 1,500 
sag in Antwerp, and 5,000 in the whole kingdom. 

eis now going to settle at Amsterdam, where he al- 
ready has a house under his own name. Blessed effects 
of our revolution!” 


— 


There is yet a great deal of uneasiness in South Caro- 
lina on account of the test oath required of militia offi- 
cers. Under all the circumstances of the case we must 
think—if even believing that a right exists to impose such 


an obligation, it is expedient, at lcast, to defer an exertion 
of it. 


MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS. 

In the night of the 29th ult. the range of houses, called the 
Phenix buildings, at the corner of Wall and Water streets, N. 
York, were, with the chief part of their contents, consumed by 
fire. It broke out in the fifth story. There were many tenants 
in these buildings. The printing establishment of the Mercan- 
tile Advertiser and New York Advocate was in the 4th story, 
and all the presses, types, &c. were lost—but happily insured, 
The publication of this valuable paper was resuined on the Sth 
inst. and its appearance is mueh improved. The total lose of 
property by this fire is not stated, but it must have been a large 
one. The loftiness of the building rendered it impossible to 
check the progress of the flanes until they had acquired a pow- 
er that was irresistible unless after the mass of combustible 
matter was nearly exhausted. 


The New York Commercial Advertiser says—-“‘We are hap- 
py to learn that the money amounting to three thousand dol- 
lars, belonging to the Morris and Delaware canal company, 
which was lost a few days ago, has, every dollar of it, been re- 
stored. The recovery, we understand, was effected at the con- 
fessional—and it deserves to be known that unwearied and 
most laudable pains have been taken by the very reverend Dr, 
Power, and the other Catholic clergymen in our city, for some 
time past, to accomplish the restoration. The company is in- 


debted for it to the immediate instrumentality of the former 
gentleman, 
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There is a new town called “Grand Gulf”? on the Mississip- 
pi, near the mouth of the Big Black river, about 50 miles above 
Natchez. It hae only four years’ growth, but contains 600 or 
700 inhabitants, and many good houses and extensive mercan- 
tile establisiiments. Upwards of 33,000 bales of cotton were 
shipped from it last year. The Big Black river extends be- 
tween 3 and 400 miles into the interior, and for a long distance 
is navigable by steamboats. 


The cholera made its appearance at the plantation of Mr. B. 
Smith, one mile from Port Gibson, Mississippi, about the Ist of 
April, and, up to the 10th, there had been forty-two cases and 
six deaths. The paper of the llth states that no additianal 
ease had occurred. There had been one or two casesin the 
town, but ne deaths. 


A stout, athletic man by the name of Samuel! Book, of Law- 
renceburg, Indiana, died at Natehez, two or three weeks since, 
of cholera. He was on his way home from New Orleans. The 
Natehez Standard says, ‘‘His case was purely one of accident, 
and now-a-days quite common to persons under particular cir- 
cuimstances—ex posure to the weather, and carelessness in the 
choice of food and general mode of living.”’ 


The debt due by the city of Boston, on the Ist of the present 
mouth, was $1,078,088 28. The amount of bonds and notes 
held by the city was $157,125 94—leaving a nett balance 
against it of $920,962 34. This city owns much valuable pro- 
perty. 

The steamboat United States, capt. Van de Water, touched 
atthe mouth of the Genesee river, Lake Ontario, a few days 
ago, with 1,000 passengers! 


The steamboat St. Louis exploded on the 12th ult. on the 
Upper Mississippi, and 12 or 14 persons were killed or serious- 
ly wounded. She was bound for Galena. 


The ship Tuscany which made so successful a trip to Cal- 
cutta, with a cargo of ice, is again fitting out for the same 
voyage, from Boston, with a cargo of the like description. 
Another veesel will be despatched for Bombay, and the day 
is not far removed when we may behold ice as oue of the staple 
exportations of the north. 


At a public sale of the balance of the property of Mr. Boulig- 
ny, in New Orleans, on the 11th ultimo, we observe it stated 
that 48 slaves were sold forthe sum of forty two thousand four 
hundred and ten dollars. 


The Maryland state colonization society have succeeded in 
purchasing and commencing the settlement of a tract of land 
at cape Palmas, in Africa, to which they have given the name 
of Maryland. It contains about 400 square miles. ‘The land 
is said to be of excellent quality and well timbered, and, 
in point of salubrity, one of the most desirable spots on the 
western coast of Africa. The country around is not infested 
with swamps and mangroves as elsewhere. The harbor of the 
territory is represented as decidedly the best from Sierra Leone 
to Fernando Po, affording a perfectly safe anchorage for the 
fargest vessels, within pistol shot of the shore. 

‘To the credit of the society, and their agent in the purchase, 
James Hall, esq. it should be remarked that the bargain with 
the natives was concluded upon the most reasonable terms, 
aud in a shorter time, probably, than any treaty of the kind was 
ever before cffected, without the intervention of spirituous li 
quors. [ Gazette. 


The Arkansas Gazette says—‘‘About 540 emigrating Chero- 
kees, from the old nation, east of the Mississippi, passed up the 
Arkansas a few days ago, in charge of lieut. Harris, U.S.A., on 
board the steamboat Thomas Yeatman, on tlcir way to join 
their brethren west of this territory.”’ 


T'wo gentlemen joint keepers of a ‘‘coffee house,” were 
looed yesterday. The senior partner to the amount of $2,000, 
and costs, and the junior, $800 and costs—for permitting gam- 
bling to be carried on in their premises. They were too polite to 
contend with his honor the commonwealth. [ Boston Post. 


The New Orleans Advertiser of the 27th March, zaid— 

“There are now loading at the sugar refinery of Mesars. Fore- 
stall & Co. four vessels for the Mediterranean. The refinery is 
situated ubout two miles below the city. One hundred and 
thirty men are employed in it, and the quantity of sugar refined 
amounts annually to about 12,000,000 of pounds. The whole 
process is done by steam, and it is said to be without exception, 
the most extensive and complete establishment of the kind in 
the whole world.’’ 


In answer to an inquiry by Mr. Williams, of N.C. in the 
house of representatives, Mr. Polk stated that there were 30,000 
applications for pensions now before the pension office, and not 
yet decided upon. 


The budget of expenditure of the Dutch government for the 
present (1834) is 53,892,828 florins, which answers to £4,491,068 
sterling; and the population of Holland being 3,500,000, this 
gives £1 16s. a-lead for the taxation in money; and the price of 
wheat being 30s. 8d. the quarter, this gives 9.39 bushels a-head 
for the taxation in wheat. 


The population of Great Britain, in 1833, was estimated at 
26,557,398, viz: 


Agricultural occupiers, 1,500,000; laborers, 





—- 





4,800,000; mining 600,000; manufacturers 2,400,000; Proprietors 
and annuiters 1,116,398; seamen and soldiers 831,000; shop- 
keepers 2,100,000; all other classes 3,190,000. 


The mail boat, Star of the West, plying between Mobil 
New Orleans, exploded on the 18th ult. by which two bitccas 
were killed and several wounded. 





Several blacks have been sent to the penitentiary for a violent 
attempt to rescue a slave, at Philadelphia. 


The British frigate President [formerly U. S. frigate} has b 
ordered from England to the West Indies, to bear the hae of ad. 
miral Cockburn. 


The cholera has caused many deathe not far from Columbus 
Geo. but was subsiding. . 


One of the Boston papers publishes a regular bill against the 
navy department, approved by capt. Elliott, and paid by the na- 
vy agent, for the sum of $210 96 “‘for refreshments provided 
during the docking of the constitution, June 24, 1833,” 


Capt. New, of the brig Julia, at New York from Africa, states 
that H. B. M. ship Etna boarded the American ship Rosannah 
and forcibly took from her two seamen, in February last, while 
lying at St. Jago. 

j FOREIGN NEWS. 
From Liverpool papers to the 8th, and London to the 7th April, 
inclusive. 
GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 

The rumors of an interference in favor of Donna Maria by 
the troops of Spain, had produced a decided improvement in 
favor of Portuguese securities. 

A very serious riot took place the beginning of April, at Por- 
tadown, [reland,in which there were much destruction of pro- 
perty and breaking of heads. 

There has been some improvement in the British revenues. 

FRANCE. 

The chief subject of interest is the reorganization of the mi- 
nistry, Which, at this moment, is of deep concern to our eoun- 
try, as the resignation of the duke de Broglie and general Se- 
bastiani was occasioned by the refusal of the chambers to 
make the necessary appropriation, to carry the treaty with this 
country intoeffect. We, therefore, give the following abstract, 
published, in the Moniteur, which also promulgates royal or- 
donnances, by which M. Persil, deputy procureur general of 
the royal court, is appointed keeper of the seals and minister of 
justice and of worship, in the rooin of M. Barthe, who is creat- 
ed a peer of France, and made first president of the court of ac- 
counts, in the room of M. Barbe Marbois, who resigns, but who 
is invested with the dignity of honorary first president of the 
court of accounts. 

M. Thiers, deputy, minister of commerce and public works, 
is appointed minister of the interior, in the room of count d’Ar- 
gout, who is made governor of the bank of France, in the place 
of the duke de Gaete. 

M. Duchatel, deputy, is nominated minister of commerce in 
the room of M. Thiers. 

The separation of the attributions of the minister of the inte- 
rior and of commerce, will be hereafter determined by a special 
ordinance, 

Vice admiral count de Rigny, deputy and minister of the ma- 
rine and colonies, is appointed minister of foreign affairs in the 
room of the duke de Broglie. 

Vice admiral baron Roussin, ambassador at Constantinople, 
is named minister of the marine in the room of admiral de Rig- 
ny, who, however, will continue to exercise the functions of 
his late office till the arrival of admiral Roussin. 

M. Martin du Nord, deputy and advocate general of the court 
of Cassation, is appointed procureur general of the royal court 
in the room of M. Persil. 

It will be seen, therefore, that the ministers who retain their 
previous offices are Marshal Soult, president of the council! and 
minister of war; M. Humann, minister of finance; and M. Gui- 
zot, minister of public instruction. 

SPAIN AND PORTUGAL. ~ 

The government had decided to interfere in the affairs of Por- 
tugal. Ten thousand Spanish troops were to enter that coun- 
try, on the Ist of April, in two divisions, under the command of 
generals Morillo and Rodil. They are to proceed to Santarem 
and join the army of Don Pedro. General Rodil will be coim- 
mander-in-chief of the combined armies. 

Admiral Napier took Camina, by surprise, on the 24th March; 
he landed with 500 troops which he brought from Lisbon. 

RUSSIA AND TURKEY. al 

There were rumors that the Turkish army was recruiting 
with extraordinary activity in Moldavia and Wallachia; that 
Nicholas had sent to Aclimet Pacha 1,000,000 ducats, proceed- 
ing from the debt of Turkey to Russia, that he bad granted the 
sultan eight years to pay off his debt; that a serious revolt had 
broken out in Bagdad and Kurdistan; that Constantinople was 
in a most deplorable condition, and nothing but a miracle could 
save the Ottoman empire. 

<8 © Orme 
TWENTY-THIRD CONGRESS—FIRST SESSION. 
SENATE. : 

May2. Mr. Clay, from the committee of public lands, to 

which had been referred the bill appropriating, for a limite 
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time, the proceeds of the sales of the public lands, reported the 
same with amendments. He also made a detailed report, pur- 

orting to be an answer to the veto message of the president of 
the United States, on returning the land bill of the last session 
of congress, with his objections. q 

Mr. Clay moved that 5,000 additional copies of the report be 

printed, gy that it be made the order of the day for next Mon- 
ek. 

as Forsyth wished to hear the report read. He could not 

consent to the printing so large an edition of a document, with 

the contents of which he was unacquainted. ; 

The report was then read in part, and its further reading dis- 

ensed with. ; ‘ 

Mr. Moore moved to lay it on the table, and this motion being 
lost, the question recurred on the printing of the report. 

A debate then ensued, in which Messrs. Forsyth, Clay, Moore, 
Poindezter, Black, King aud Shepley, took part, after which the 
question on printing was taken, and decided in the affirmative, 

follows: 
** YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Black, Calhoun, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, 
Linn, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, 
Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Shepley, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, 
Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Forsyth, Grundy, Hill, King, 
of Alabama, King, of Georgia, White, Wright—9. 

Mr. Southard submitted the following resolutione, which lie 
one day on the table: , 

Resolved, That the secretary of the treasury be directed to 
communicate to the senate the weekly and monthly reports and 
statements of the bank of the United States, and also those of 
the banks which have been selected as places of deposite for 
the public moneys which have been received at the treasury 
department since the first day of February last; and that he be 
further directed to communicate to the senate such reports and 
statements of said banks which he shall hereafter receive, as 
soon as conveniently may be, after the same shall have been 
received. 

Resolved, That the committee of finance be directed to inquire 
whether any, and which, of the banks selected by the secretary 
of the treasury, for the deposite of the public moneys, have 
stopped payment; the amount of public money deposited in 
thei at the time of their suspension, if any—that they inquire, 
also, into the circumstances attending their selection, and the 
security taken by the secretary; and whether the public moneys 
are safe in the piaces where they are now deposited; and that 
they have leave to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. Webster presented the memorial of a large number of re- 
spectable merchants praying that the legal value of gold may be 
made to correspond with its real value, and that the coins of 
other countries, at proper rates, may be made a legal tender. 

Mr. Ewing presented a memorial signed by 1,750 inhabitants 
of Ross county, Ohio, praying the restoration of the deposites 
and the recharter of the bank, which was read, referred, &c. 

Mr. Tipton reported the bill to authorise the people of the 
territories of Michigan and Arkansas, to form constitutions and 
state governments, with amendments; which were read. 

On motion of Mr. Webster, the senate then proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, and after remaining some 
time in secret session, the doors were opened, when the senate 
adjourned. 

May3. Mr. Silsbee presented a memorial from the district of 
New Bedford, Massachusetts, comprising the town of New Bed- 
ford and other places, signed by upwards of 1,900 persons. This 
memorial expresses, in strong terms, the disapprobation of the 
signers to the removal of the deposites, and ascribes their pre- 
sent suffering condition to that act. 

Mr. Forsylh made a comparison of the price of oil and some 
Other articles, and said the cry of distress, which had reached 
congress, had been gotten up for mere party purposes. 

Mr. Webster replied at length to Mr. Forsyth, and an animat- 
ed debate ensued, in which Messrs. Chambers, Knight, Porter, 
Silsbee, Sprague, Ewing and Poindexter participated; and the 
memorial was finally read, referred, &c. 

Mr. Poindexter moved to postpone the special order until 
Monday, which was agreed to. 

Mr. Hendricks moved a resolution, which was agreed to, in- 
quiring into the expediency of making an appropriation to pay 
for blankets furnished the militia of Michigan in the late war 
against Black Hawk. 

Mr. Sprague offered the following resolution, which lies one 
day on the table: 


Resolved, That the secretary of the treasury be directed to 
communicate to the senate, a statement of the amount of fees 
accruing in each collection district in the United States, in each 
year, since January 1, 1829, the amount or fees paid at the trea- 
sury in each year, by those collectors whose fees have amount- 
ed to more than the maximum allowed them by law—the names 
and number of clerks and deputies employed by each collector, 
who has received such excess of fees—the time when they were 
employed and the amount paid each in each year. Also, a 
statement of the contingent expenses of each office where such 
excess of fees has been received; whether any allowances have 
been made to officers of ihe eustoms for travelling expenses, 
and, if #0, the names of such officers and the times when such 
expenses were incurred. And, also, a statement of the names 
of persons who hold, or have held, several offices in the cus- 








toms at the same time, since January 1, 1829, with the date and 


time of continuance of their appointment, and the amount of 
pay which they have received from each office which they have 
so held, during the period aforesaid. 

On motion of Mr. Forsyth, the senate then adjourned. 

May 5. A message was received from the president of the U. 
States, answering the call for information relative to the sales 
of public lands; and 

On motion of Mr. Clay it was ordered to be printed. 

The chair announced a communication from the war depart- 
ment, showing the expenditures of that department, together 
with the unxepended balances of appropriations. 

The resolutions moved by Mr. Southard, on Friday, relative to 
the deposite banks, were taken up, amended, and agreed to. 

The senate then proceeded to the consideration of the re- 
solutions of Mr. Poindezter, on the president’s protest as mo- 
dified by Mr. Clay. 

The question being on Mr. Bibb’s amendment— 

Mr. Wright addressed the senate in defence of the protest, 
and in opposition to the amendment, until near 3 o’clock, when 

Mr. Calhoun rove and moved thatthe senate adjourn—but 
gave way to allow Mr. Clay to make a few remarks in reply to 
Mr. Wright. 

On motion of Mr, Poindexter the senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, and after being a short 
time engaged therein adjourned. 

May6. Several resolutions relative to private claims bein 
successively submitted, and petitions presented and dispose 
of, 

The senate on motion of Mr. Poindeater, proceeded to the 
consideration of the special order, being the resolutions on the 
suliject of the president’s protest, as modified by Mr. Clay. 

The question being on ie amendment offered by Mr. Bibbh— 

Mr. Calhoun rose, and addressed the senate for about au 
hour, in opposition to the power assumed by the presideut; and 
to the amendment. 

Mr. Bibb then withdrew his amendment; and 

Mr. Forsyth then moved to amend the resolutions, by striking 
outall after the word “‘resolved,’’ in the first resolution, and 
inserting: 

“That the message of the president, protesting against the 
resolution of the senate of the 25th of March, be entered on the 
journal, according to his request. 

** Resolved, That, leaving to the states to whom the senate is 
alone responsible, to judge whether the resolution complained 
of is, Or is not, within the constitutional competency of this bo- 
dy, and called for by the present condition of public affairs, an 
authenticated copy of the original resolution, with a list of the 
yeas and nays, of the president’s message, and of these resolu- 
tions, be prepared by the secretary, and transmitted by the vice 
president to the governor of each state of the union, to be by 
him laid before the legislature at their next session, as the only 
authority authorized to judge upon the opinions and conduct of 
the senators respectively.’’ 

Mr. Poindezter cailed for the yeas and nays and they were 
ordered. 

Mr. Calhoun then moved to amend the original resolutions by 
adding the two following resolutions: 

Resolved, ‘That the president of the United States has no 
right tu seud a protest to the senate against any of is proceed- 
ings. 

Resolved, That the senate do not receive the protest of the 
president. 

Mr. Forsyth finally withdrew his amendment for the present, 
to allow the question to be taken on Mr. Calhoun’s resolutions. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered, when— 

Mr. Forsyth addressed the senate in opposition thereto, in de- 
fence of the president and in reply to Mr. Calhoun. He was 
followed by Messrs. Poinderter, Preston and Webster. 

Mr, Webster requested a division of the two resvlutions, and 
the question being taken on the first resolution, was decided as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Clay, C'ayton, 
Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Naudain, Poindex- 
ter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, 
Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Forsyth, Grundy, Hen- 
dricks, Hill, Kane, King, of Alabama, King, of Georgia, Linn, 
| aa Shepley Tallmadge, Tipton, White, Wilkins, Wright 

Mr. Clayton having requested it, Mr. Calhoun consented to 
withdraw his second resolution; but the ehuir decided, as the 
yeas and nays had been ordered, it could not be withdrawn, 
without the unanimous consent of the senate, and Mr. Forsyth 
objected. 

Mr. Clay then moved to lay it on the table, which motion the 
chair also decided to be out of order, whereupon an appeal was 
had from the decision of the chair and the senate sustained the 
decision. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Calhoun’s second reso- 
lution and decided in the negative as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Calhoun, Clayton, Ewing, Leigh, Naudain, 
Poindexter, Robbins—7. \ 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Black, Brown, Clay.*For- 
syth, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, Kent, King, of 
Alabama, King, of Georgia, Linn, Moore, Porter, Prentiss, 
Preston, Shepley, Silsbee, Smith, Swift, Sprague, Tallmadge, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, Webster, White, Wilkins, Wright 
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After some conversation between Messrs. Forsyth, Calhoun 
and Poindezter, 

Mr. Forsyth moved his amendment, as a substitute for the o- 
riginal resolutions, and the question being taken thereon, ap- 

ared as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Forsyth,Grundy, Hendricks, 
Hill, Kane, King, of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Shepley, Tall- 
madge, Tipton, White, Wilkins, Wright—16. 

NAYS—Mesers. Bell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, 
Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Moore, Naudain, 
Porter, Prentisé, Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, 
S8wilt, Tomlinson, Tyler, Webster—24. 

On motion of Mr. Webster, the senate then adjourned. 

May 7. The chair announced a communication from the 
treasury department, in relation to the fees and emoluments of 
officers of the custonis. 


Mr. Clay submitted the following resolution, which was con- 
sidered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the secretary of the treasury be directed to re- 
port, as soon as practicable, to the senate, the amount of duties 
received and accrued on foreign importa during the first quarter 
of the year 1834, with a table showing the comparative amount 
of the year 1833, and distinguishing between the amounts ac- 
erued or received at each port. 

Resolved, That he communicate to the senate, whether any 
thing has happened since his annual report was made, at the 
commencement of the present session of congress, to vary, in 
his opinion, the estimate contained in the said report, of the 
proceeds of the duties on foreign imports, for the year 1834. 

The bill making an appropriation for the completion of the 
road from the point oppusite to Memphis to Little Rock, in the 
territory of Arkansas, was read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Frelinghuusen, the senate proceeded to the 
consideration of the resolutions of Mr. Poindexter, as modified 
by Mr. Clay and Mr. Calhoun; when 

Mr. Webster addressed the senate for about two hours and 
three quarters. 

Mr. Benton spoke in reply to the arguments which had been 
brought forward against the protest. 

Mr. Poindexter said he had wished to deliver his sentiments; 
but that his desire to preceed to the legislative business was 
such that he would forbear. He was willing to rest his vote on 
the arguments which had already been offered, and in none with 
more confidence than in the arguments the senate had to-day 
heard from the gentleman from Massachusetts, for which he ac- 
corded to that gentleman his sincere thanks. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on the resolutions. 

Mr. Forsyth asked for a division of the question, and express- 
ed a desire to nake some remarks. 

Mr. Brown moved that the senate adjourn. 

Mr. Clay asked for the yeas and nays, which were ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was negatived, yeas 12 nays 27. 

Mr. Forsyth then spoke at length in reply to Mr. Webster. 

Mr. Webster briefly rejoined. 

The question was then taken on the resolutions separately, 
when they were decided in the affirmative, as follows, the vote 
being the same on each of the four resolutions: 

Y EAS—Measrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, 
Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Moore, Naudain, 
Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, 
Southard, Sprague, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, 
Wehster—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Forsyth, Grundy, Hen- 
dricks, Hill, King, of Ala. King, of Georgia, Linn, McKean, 

Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, Wilkins, Wright—16* 

So the resolutions were agreed to, in the following form: . 

Resolved, That the protest communicated to the senate on 
the 17th instant, by the president of the United States, asserts 
powers as belonging to the president, which are inconsistent 
with the just authority of the two houses of congress, and in- 
consistent with the constitution of the United States, 

Resolved, That while the senate is, and ever will be, ready to 
receive from the president all such messages and communica- 
tions as the constitution and laws and the usual course of busi- 
ness authorise him to transmit to it, yet it cannot recognise any 
right in him to make a formal protest against votes and proceed- 
ings of the senate declaring such votes and proceedings to be 
illegal and unconstitutional, and requesting the senate to enter 
such protest on its journals. 

Resolved, That the aforesaid protest is a breach of the privi- 
jeges of the senate, and that it be not entered on the journal. 

olved, That the president of the U. States has no right to 
send a protest to the senate against any ofits proceedings. 

Mr. Poindezter gave notice that he should on Friday call up 
the report of the committee on the Rhode Island election. 

The senate then adjourned. 


May 8. Mr. Kane said he was unexpectedly absent when 
the vote was taken yesterday on the resolutions on the subject 
of the president’s protest; and asked permission to record his 
vote on these resolutions. 

Messrs. Clayton and Moore objected to the indulgence on the 
ground that it would be violative of a rule of the house, and re- 
minded the genticman, that during the last session, gentlemen 
who were absent on the passage of the force bill, were denied 
the privilege of recording their votes. 





*Absent on these votles—Meesrs. Chambers, of Md. Mangum, 
of N. C. Morris, of O. and Robinson and Kane, of Illinois. 
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The motion was rejected without a division. 

Mr. Benton presented a memorial from Boston 
wards of 2,000 persons, opposed to the bank of the United States 
and to the restoration of the deposites. Read, referred, &c. 

The senate then tock up the Cumberland road bill, which 
was read, amended and ordered to be engrossed tor a third read- 
ing, by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Grundy 
Hendricks, Kane, Kent, Linn, McKean, Poindexter, Porter, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Webster—21. : 
Ramer y nest « pee green, ara Hill, King, of Ala, 

ing, of Georgia, Lei oore, Naudain, Preston, 8 
Tyler, White-13. : : es 

The senate proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, and after being some time engaged therein, the doors were 
opened, and then the senate adjourned. 





» Signed by up- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Thursday, May}. While Mr. Foot’s motion was pending in 
committee of the whole, to reduce the item of the general ap- 
propriation bill which makes an appropriation of $36,000 for 
the salaries of ministers to Great Britain, France, Spain and 
Russia to $18,000 with a view to exclude the appropriations for 
Great Britain and Russia. 

Mr. Adams, of Mass. replied at large to the remarks of 
Messrs. Wayne and Polk, and insisted on the necessity of some 
pledge that the nominations for the two courts referred to last, 
would be made during the session. 

Mr. Archer gave the reply of the secretary of state to an in- 
quiry on that subject; on which Mr. Adams commented with 
much humor and severity. 

Mr. Coulter was willing to vote for the appropriation of a 
mission to Russia, but was opposed to the item for England, 
because a similar appropriation had twice been made already, 
ae ihe executive had not responded to the overture of the le- 
gislature. 

Mr. H. Everett put a question to Mr. Archer, the object of 
which was to elicit a disclaimer on the part of the executive, of 
any purpose of appointing a minister to England after congress 
should have adjourned. 

Mr. Archer disavowed any power to answer on the part of 
the president, but presumed no such appointment would be 
made, as he should not deem it constitutional. . 

Mr. Binney considered the response from the department of 
state as tantamount to a declaration that no nomination would 
be made to the senate; and he was, therefore, for striking out 
the item. 

Mr. Beardsley, of New York, insisted that the president had 
the whole appointing power; though under certain circumetan- 
ces he must have the advice of the senate. An appointment 
made in recess was as valid as during the session; and a per- 
son 80 appointed would hold his office to the close of the suc- 
ceeding session though the senate should reject him. He op- 
posed the amendment. 

Mr. Reed, of Mass. replied with severity on the pretensions 
set up by Mr. Beardsley, for the president. 

The motion to strike out Great Britain was rejected as stated 
in the last Register, page 152. 

The reading of the bill then proceeded until that clause was 
reached which provides for charge des affaires to Portugal, 
Denmark, Sweden, Holland, Turkey, Belgium, Brazil, Buenos 
Ayres, Chili, Peru, Mexico, Central America and New Grana- 
da, $58,000. 

Mr. Adams inquired of Mr. Archer, as chairman of the com- 
mittee on foreign affairs, why these items had been inserted for 
Belgium and Buenos Ayres, and the other South American 
states. He wanted information on the state of our relations 
with those countries. 

Mr. Wilde adverted to the lateness of the hour, and moved 
that the house now adjourn, and the house accordingly ad- 
journed. 


Friday, May2. Afterseveral bills ofa private or local charac- 
ter had been disposed of, 

The house again proceeded to the consideration of the gener- 
al appropriation bill, as in committee of the whole; when 

Mr. dams went into a full explanation of the grounds on 
which he had requested from the chairman of the committee on 
foreign relations, an exposition of the reasons why appropria- 
tions were asked for keeping up diplomatic relations with Bel- 
gium, Buenos Ayres and the South American states. 

Mr. Archer, in reply, went into a very full and satisfactory 
expose of the state of our relations with the states to which 
Mr. Adam’s inquiry had reference. 

The bill having been gone through with and amended, and no 
further amendments being offered, on motion of Mr. Polk, the 
house adjourned till Monday next. 


Monday, May 5. Mr. Osgood, of Mass. called up the resolu- 
tions and letter of instructions from his district, signed by 4,600 
persons, instructing him to vote for the restoration of the depo- 
sites. Mr. O. entered into an explanation of his reasons for 
declining to comply with the instructions of his constituents. , 

Memorials, resolutions, &c. favorable to the restoration 1 
the deposites were presented, as follows: by Mr. Adams, 0 
Mass. from sundry merchants, mechanics and others of De- 
troit, Michigan; by Mr. Burges, from artisans and Mechanics 
residing in nearly all the towns of Rhode Island, also reso = 
tions adopted in a convention of mechanics and artisans asse 
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died from various towns in the same state; by Mr. Huntington, 
from sundry inhabitants of Newtown, Connecticut; by Mr. 
Hall, from 1,722 freemen of the county of Windham, Vermont; 
by Mr. Slade, from sundry citizens of the 3d congressional dis- 
trict of the state of Vermont; by Mr. Heman Allen, from the 
young mén of the city of Burlington, Vermont; by Mr. Dickson, 
from inhabitants of Ontario county, New York; by Mr. Fuller, 
from 1,800 inhabitants of Livingston county, New York; by Mr. 
Selden, of New York, from 6,000 inhabitants of Oneida county, 
in that state; all which memorials, &c. (with the exception of 
the one presented by Mr. Dickson, of New York), were read, 
referred, &c. ; 

Memorials, resolutions, &c. favorable to the removal of the 
deposites, were presented by Mr. Osgood, of Mass. from 3,072 
citizens of Boston; by Mr. Pearce, (three memorials) from sun- 
dry places in Rhode Island; by Mr. Clarke, from sundry citizens 
of the state of New York; by Mr. Lawrence, from working men, 
mechanics, and others,in the city of New York; and by Mr. 
Webster, from inhabitants of Onondago, county, New York; 
which were severaily read, referred, &c. 

Mr. Gorham, of Mass. presented a memorial from sundry 
merchants in Boston, praying that foreign coins may be made a 
jegal tender; which was read, referred, &c. 

Mr. Selden, of New York, moved that a committee, consist- 
ing of one member from each state, be appointed to consider 
and report, in form of a bill, a plan for a safe and uniform cur- 
rency, under authority of the United States. 

The speaker said, that could only be done by permission of 

the house. 

Mr. Selden asked permission of the house; but objections be- 
ing made, he moved a suspension of the rules—there being no 
quorum, however, the motion of Mr.S. stands over. till Monday 
next—and the house adjourned. 

Tuesday, May6. Mr. Stewart reported a bill to extend the 
improvement of steamboat navigation. 

Me. Garland, of Lou. moved three resolutions, the first in- 
quiring into the propriety of appointing a judge of the district 
court of the United States for the western district of the state 
of Louisiana; the second for making an appropriation in lands 
or money for constructing levees on the banks of the Mississip- 
pi and Red rivers; and the third for appropriating money or land 
to remove the raft in the river Atchafalaya; which resolutions 
were severally agreed to. 

Mr. Seaborn Jones obtained leave and made a report in the 
case of the contested election between Mr. Letcher and Mr. 
Moore, of Kentucky, which he moved to have read, laid on the 
table and printed, with the accompanying documents. 

The report is of a voluminous character, detailing at length 
the proceedings taken by the committee to investigate the votes 
received, and concludes by stating, that it appeared to them, 
that the number of legal votes stood— 


For Mr. Moore 3,099 
For Mr. Letcher 3,055 
Leaving a majority for Mr. Moore of 44 


Whereupon, they report the following resolutions: 
Resolved, That Thomas P. Moore be declared entitled to his 
seat as representative for the 5th congressional district of Ken- 
tucky. 
Resolved, That R. P. Letcher, in consideration of the expen- 
ses to which he has been subjected, is entitied to receive remu- 
neration, at the rate of eight dollars per diem, and a similar 
sum, as viaticum, for every twenty miles. 
Mr. Jones moved that the consideration of the report be made 
the especial order of the day for Tuesday next. 
Mr. Banks moved that the evidence taken before the com- 
mittee be printed. 
Mr. Jones, of Geo. declined accepting the motion as a modi- 
fication, and objected to the printing of the evidence, on the 
grounds of delay and expense. What use, he asked, were the 
labors of the committee, if the votes were to be again canvass- 
ed by the house. 
Mr. Hardin, of Kentucky, thought the evidence should be 
printed; that the papers were extremely illegibly written. It 
was necessary that the house should examine this testimony 
for itself, and asked, liow it was possible to do so in manuscript 
taken down in such illegible characters? The necessity of such 
printing and examination would be manifest tothe house, when 
it was known that many of the votes had been excluded, not 
on questions of law, but on contested statements as to facts. 
Mr. Hardin then proceeded to make some remarks on the 
construction of the committee. He did not impute improper de- 
signs in such construction, bat thought it an unfortunate one; 
Fe on that account, appealed to the magnanimity of the 
ouse. 
Mr. Wilde said he had the duty of a judge to perform, and he 
would not consent to undertake it, if the evidence on which 
his judgment was to be formed was withheld from his inspec- 
tion. The house had ordered the committee to report the evi- 
dence to the house, and they had not done so; nor did they offer 
any excuse for not doing it. 
Mr. Jones replied with warmth to the remarks of Mr. Hardin, 
and a long and angry debate ensucd, abounding in personalities 
ofa painful nature between them. Messrs. Wilde and Vander- 
poel also participated in the debate, which occupied the house 
all near 5 o’clock. It was finally decided, that the report, all 
the testimony, together with lists of the names of the disputed 


solution which was laid on the table for one day, 


Wednesday, May7. Mr. Gamble submitted the following re- 


a i 
by the rules: s required 


Resolved, That the secretary of war be directed to communi- 
cate to this house the whole number of cadets that have been 
admitted to the military academy at West Point since its first 
organization to the present time; how many are there at pre- 
sent; the number that have graduated; how many have been 
commissioned, and are now in commission, in the army, and 
the number that is necessary to be kept there to supply the va- 
cancies that ordinarily occur in the army; also, the number of 
supernumerary cadets with the rank of lieutenant, whe are in 
the pay of the goverament, and not in command. 

The engrossed bill, to extend the time for carrying into effect 
the convention with France, being on its final passage, 

‘Mr. McKay wished to have some information on the subject 
from the chairman of the committee for foreign affairs. 

Mr. Archer replied, and called for the reading of the report 
from the secretary of the commission, and contended for the 
necessity of continuing the commission in order that they might 
prepare and adjudicate correct statements of the claims. 

Mr. McKay considered the refusal of the chamber of deputies 
to make an appropriation to carry into effect the treaty, to be 
equivalent to a declaration that they would not execute any 
part of the treaty, and therefore thought a postponement of the 
bill necessary, that time might be allowed to ascertain to what 
this refusal might lead; for if it turned out that there would not 
be any prospect of the treaty being fulfilled by the government 
of France, there could not be any propriety at all in-continuing 
the commission beyond its present legal term. 

Mr. Burges considered an extension of the time necessary, 
the rejection by the chambers of the appropriation was on the 
ground that it was too large. The commissioners, he had no 
doubt, would ascertain the amount of claims to be more than 
four times the stipulated amount. 

Messrs. Barringer, Wilde, Reed, Williams and Wayne ex- 
pressed their views. 

Mr. J. Q. Adams did not consider the act of the French 
chamber as a refusal to carry into effect the provisions incum- 
bent upon their nation, by a treaty solemnly ratified. It was 
only a refusal for a time, to make the appropriation. He coin- 
cided in the opinion, that, instead of suspending on our part, 
we were the more bound to go on with the commission, and 
— the amount of claims which our citizens had to pre- 
er. 

The bill was then passed and sent to the senate for concur- 
rence. 

The general appropriation bill was then taken up, and nearly 
the whole of the thirty-five amendments reported from the 
committee of the whole were concurred in without debate. 
The proviso allowing to the commercial agent at Algiers the 
same salary as is now paid to the consuls on the Barbary coast, 
was resisted and finally rejected. 

The amendments reported by the committee having been 
gone through with, 

Mr. Vance again moved the list of items for the retrenchment 
of salaries and pay of members of congress; but before any pro- 
gress was made therein, the house adjourned. 

Thursday, May8. After the usual morning business, 

On motion of Mr. Polk, the house proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the general appropriation bill. 

The question being on the retrenchment amendment moved 
by Mr. Vance— 

Mr. Vance supported his amendment in a speech of consider- 
able length. 

He was followed by Messrs. Wardwell, of N. York, Leavitt, 
of Ohio, Miller, of Pa. and Bynum, of North Carolina, who op- 
posed his amendment, and defended the course of the adminis- 
tration. 

The latter gentleman warmly eulogised the president as hav- 
ing fulfilled his pledges to the south in putting down internal 
improvements, the tariff, and the bank of the United Sates. 

Mr. Chilton replied to Mr. Bynum, and referred to pledges 
given in the west by the president, in favor of internal improve- 
ments and the tariff. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. Vance, Bates, 
Ewing ard Lincoln, and without coming to a decision upon. 
Mr. Vance’s anendment, after three times refusing to sustain 
calls for the previous question! the house adjourned. 


GREAT ZZRONAUTIC EXPEDITION. 

The circumstances attending the second splendid balloon as- 
cension of Mr. Mills,on Thursday afternoon, (May 1), render 
it one of the most lengthened and interesting @ronautic expe- 
ditions ever made. We mentioned in yesterday’s paper the 
particulars of his departure from Fairmount, and the apparent 
course he had taken; and are now enabled to supply some very 
interesting details of his long and rapid flight through the upper 
regions. His first course, after ascending, was about south 
east, but in a short time a counter current of air wafted him in 
an opposite or westerly direction, immediately over the city. 
His flight westward was only as far as a point above the long 
bridge over the Patapsco, when he encountered an adverse 
current which carried him back again in an easterly course. 


During all this time Mr. Mills continued to rise, by occasion- 
ally throwing out ballast. His compass now proved of no ser- 





SGters, Sc. should be printed. The house then adjourned. 


vice to him, from the constant rotary motion which the balloon 
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assumed, first swinging round in one direction, and then re- 
volving in a contrary one. The course of the balloon was 
eastwardly. © At forty minutes after five, Mr. M. encountered a 
violent snow storm, with the thermometer down to 34. Be- 
sides being obliged to endure its peltings, be was subjected to a 
thorough drenching from the nielted snow, which thawed as it 
fell on the balloon, and ran down from its neck into the car im- 
mediately under it. At the same time, also, a body of clouds 
passed beneath him, and he lost sight of the earth altogether. 
‘The storm, however, soon passed off, and except the drench- 
ing, left him unharmed. 

At six o’clock he had attained his greatest elevation, which, 
according to his estimate and the indications of the barometer, 
was upwards oftwo miles! The thermometer was now down 
to 33 deg. or only one degree above freezing point. Mr. M. all 
the while was going eastwardly, passing over the light houses 
at North Point, and across the expanse of the Chesapeake bay 
towards Kent county, on the Eastern Shore. He had now had 
recourse to his valves, and was gradually descending. After 
having passed into Kent county about half a mile, he made pre- 
parations to land, and bad descended within about five hundred 
feet of the earth, when the balloon was taken by a sudden and 
violent gust or current of wind from the east. This was at 35 
minutes after six. In an instant after the wind struck the bal- 
loon, it was driven with the swiftness of an arrow, and in the 
short space of seventeen minutes, he was carried back to North 
Point, a distance of fourteen miles across the Chesapeake bay! 

Now, as heretofore, Mr. M. preserved an undaunted coolness 
and self. possession, and as he was careering across the waters 
with the fleetness of the wind itself, he discharged gas enough 
to bring him within two hundred feet of the surface. As the 
anehors struck the water they rebounded with a force that gave 
him a pretty distinct notion of the rate at which he was travel- 
ling. As soon as he came over the land at North Point. the 
wind greatly abated, and at ten minutes before seven he effect- 
ed a safe landing on the farm of Mr. Lyde Goodwin, from whom 
and his family he received every assistance in securing his bal- 
loon and apparatus in perfect order. 

Thus terminated this most extraordinary ewrial voyage, pro- 
secuted for three hours, to the distance of about fifty miies, and 
for the greater part at an elevation of one to two and a quarter 
miles. After this feat, Mr. Mills, who, it should be borne in 
mind, is a young mechanic of Baltimore, self taught, and de- 
pendent alone on his own unaided efforts, may fairly take rank 
with the most successful #ronauts of the age. 

The following table shows the observations made by Mr. 
Mills on the barometer and thermometer, at various periods 
during his voyage. He left Fairmount at ten minutes before 
four o’clock, P. M. 

TABLE OF OBSERVATIONS. 


Time. Barometer. Thermometer. 
h. m. in. 10th. degrees. 

3 57 29 6 63 

415 25 8 59 

4 25 24 2 54 

4 40 24 1 51 

4 55 23 9 43 

5 10 23 4 41 

5 25 23 0 36 

5 40 229 34 

5 55 228 34 

6 22 7 33 

6 15 23 0 36 

6 20 23 4 4l 

6 25 24 2 54 

6 35 27 0 58 

[ Ballimore American. 
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COMPLIMENT TO JUDGE PORTER. 

At a meeting of the friends and countrymen of the hon. Alex- 
ander Porter, of the United States senate, held on the 25th inst. 
pursuant to public notice, at the [Indian Queen hotel, South 
Fourth street, James Gowen, esq. was called to the chair, and 
Dr. McHenry appointed secretary. The report of the commit- 
tee which had addressed to Mr. Porter an invitation to a pub- 
lic dinner, was then received, and the following resolutions 
were adopted: 

Resolved, That the reply of the hon. Alexander Porter to the 
committee, has the entire approbation of this meeting, and that, 
together with the letter of invitation, it be published in such of 
our daily papers as are friendly to the sentiments it contains. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to wait on the hon. 
Alexander Porter, for the purpose of expressing to him our re- 
gret that the state of his health should be such as to oblige him 
to decline the invitation, and also to convey to him our sincere 
wish for its speedy restoration, and our hope, that when the 
adjournment of congress shall release him from his public du- 
ties, he will revisit our city, and afford us another opportunity 
of manifesting to him those feelings of regard, which shall be as 
abiding as the recollection of the virtues of his patriotic father, 
or the appreciation of his own merits. 

Whereupon the following gentlemen were appointed the 
committee, viz: 

James Gowen, 
William Ferris, 
The meeting then adjourned. 
JAMES GOWEN, chairman. 
James McHenry, secretary. 


James McHenry, 
Samuel Black. 
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The following is the letter of invitation: 
Philadelphia, April 23, 1834. 
Hon. Alexander Porter: 


Dear six: We, the undersigned, residents of Phiiade!phia, 
your countrymen by birth, and your fellow citizens by adoption, 
impelled by a variety of motives, all tending to impress upon 
us the highest regard for your character, seize on the occasion 
of your sojourn amongst us, to make some manifestation of our 
feelings towards you. Among these motives we would parti- 
cularly advert to one, peculiarly impressive, namely, the deep 
veneration we entertain for the memory of your illustrious fa- 
ther, who so zealously and fearlessly, in times of unexampled 
trial and peril, devoted his splendid talents and unwearied e1- 
ergies to the cause of our beloved country—the cause of civil 
and religious liberty; to which having fallen a willing martyr, 
he now occupies, and shall forever occupy, a place in the affec- 
tions of his countrymen, with the imperishable names of Orr, 
Tone and Fitzgerald, and the ever to be lamented Robert Em- 
met. 

In addition to the feelings inspired by these peculiar and af- 
fecting circumstances, we are led by a just sense of those mer- 
its which induced the patriotic state of Louisiana to place you 
as a member in the noblest institution ever established by free- 
inen for the protection of law and jiberty—the senate of the U. 
States—and of the ability and propriety of your course in that 
body, to invite you to partake of a public dinner to be given on 
whatever day may best suit your convenience, and which it 
may please you to designate. 

We are, respectfully, your friends and countrymen, 

James Gowen, Joun Malirianp, 
ALEXANDER Cook, CuaRLeEs JOHNSON, 
WitiiaM FEeRRIs, James McHenry. 
Joun WATERS, 


THE REPLY. 
Philadelphia, April 24, 1834, 

GENTLEMEN: I have had the honor of receiving your letter of 
yesterday, inviting me toa public dinner, to be given in this 
cily at such time as may best suit my convenience. 

I receive, gentlemen, with deep sensibility, this mark of your 
regard, enhanced as it is by the terms in which you have thought 
proper to convey it. It is dear to me as coming from men who, 
like myself, claim Ireland as their birth place, and doubly dear 
to me because it shows that neither time or change of country 
can erase from their wari and affectionate hearts the remem- 
brance of those who perished in an ineffectual, but noble strug- 
gle, to obtain for them, in the land of their birth, that freedom 
which the generous institutions of this country have bestowed 
on them here. The tonaching allusion you have made to my 
father, fills me with emotions which you can easily understand, 
but which I should in vain attempt to pourtray. The best re- 
turn | can make vou, for the tribute you pay to his memory, is 
to assure you, that asin all past times his example has animat- 
ed me, so I shall to the end, I trust, keep the reeollection of his 
virtues steadily in view, and endeavor to emulate them. 

But I am still prouder, fellow citizens, of your approbation, 
when I see, that while true to the ties which bind virtuous men 
to the Jand of their birth, you are alive to the paramount duties 
you owe to the country which has adopted you. You have 
thought proper to allude in terms of approbation to the course 
I have pursued in that august body in which the confiding kind- 
ness of the patriotic people of Louisiana has placed me. I 
claim, however, no other merit than to have faithfully pursued 
there the course of conduct which my judgment dictated in the 
present alarming and unprecedented posture of our public af- 
fairs. Embarked, as I believe the senate of the United States 
now is, in a severe, but as I trust in God the event will prove, 
not an unsuccessful contest against the encroachments of exe- 
cutive power, I should be false to every principle which has 
hitherto guided me in life, if | were not found in this bate 
ranged on the side of the constitution and the law. And your 
approbation, fellow citizens, though it gratifies, does net sur 
prise me. In every period of American history, Irishmen have 
been found the strenuous supporters of liberal principles; and 
though in the eagerness with which, impelled by an ardent tem- 
perament, they have pursued their object, they may have some- 
times mistaken the best means to attain it, and have given to 
the heart, what the head could not always approve, no such 
imputation can rest on them now, when they are seen ready to 
sacrifice their former attachments, to the cail which the best in- 
terests of their country makes on their patriotism. 

It would indeed, fellow citizens, have been a source of much 
more satisfaction to me to have been enabled to approve the 
measures of the present administration of the general govern- 
ment, than to find myself compelled to oppose them. The va- 
rious matters, however, on which my judgment has concluded 
ita course to be erroneous, dwindle into comparative insignifi- 
cance, to the objections I entertained to the powers claimed by 
the president, for the executive department of the government, 
in a late paper bearing his signature, and called by him a protest. 
By that document we learn, that the president of the United 
States claims the right to hold under his control the public mo- 
ney, contrary to the will of a majority of the American people, 
or of their representatives in the two houses of congress. It is 
true this power is not asserted by him in these words, but what 
he does assert is identical with this proposition, and cannot be 
separated from it. For having now obtained the public mo- 
neys, by removing the deposites from the United States bank, 
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he says they can only be taken from him by a new law, which 
shall regulate their disposition for the future. To the enact- 
ment of such a law his own sanction is necessary, if it be pass- 
ed by a majority, and not by two-thirds of the senate and of the 
pouse of representatives. And if he is dissatisfied with its pro- 
visions, or unwilling to relax his grasp, he can and will veto it. 
So it is plain that he does virtually maintain the existence of a 
right in himself to hold the purse of the republic, contrary to 
the will of a majority of both houses of congress. 

This cannot be in my judgment the true meaning of the con- 
stitution of the United States. The illustrious nien who framed 
that instrument, knew too well by the experience of the past, 
that the future would be most wretchedly provided for, if such 
a power was vested in any one man. The fatal error into which 
the president has been led, is to consider himself the depository 
and guardian of the public money, until a law be passed to de- 
prive him of it; while it is clear on the contrary, that until a law 
is enacted giving him such power, he cannot constitutionally ex- 
ercise any control over the people’s money. I regard, therefore, 
the doctrine lately put forward by him, as unsound in principle, 
and leading to consequences which no patriot can contemplate 
without dismay. In conjunction with the enlightened states- 
men now in the senate of the United States, I shall, you may be 
assured, fellow citizens, be found firmly resisting by all consti- 
tutional means such an extraordinary assumption of authority. 
The necessity for a vigorous resistance to it, is not diminished by 
conceding, that the chief magistrate has not the evil intention 
of destroying the liberties of his country. On the contrary, the 
more virtuous the man who, through the influence of falae coun- 
cils and violent passions, sets a bad example, the more danger- 
ous the precedent becomes for posterity. 

The state of my health, which is the cause of my present visit 
to your city, forbids me to accept the invitation you have been 
so kind as to convey to me. I pray you to express to those 
whom you represent, the regret I feel at my inability to meet 
them; and accept my thanks for the obliging manner in which 
you have conveyed their wishes. 

I remain with great respect, your friend and obedient servant, 

ALEX. PORTER. 
To Measrs. James Gowen, John Maitland, Alex. Cook, Charles 

Johnson, Wm. Ferris, James McHenry, John Waters, &c. 

—~ 8 © Ot — 
ELECTIONEERING 
OR THINGS TO KE LAUGHED AT. 

The following with all its italics, CAPITALS and 
notes of admiration!!! is copied from a late number of 
that solemn, ‘‘Minerva-bird”-like paper, the ‘‘Rich- 
mond Enquirer.” 

**Glorious! Glorious!! Thrice Glorious!!!’ GREAT WA- 
TERLOO VICTORY IN HALIFAX. I told you so. And I 
am certain that I shall never die contented, unless I commu- 
nicate to you what a victory the Jacksun and anti-bank ée- 
mocracy have achieved for their country. Sneed and Carring- 
ton are elected by a large majority over Bruce and Sims, the 
coalition candidates.”? ‘Such a victory is worth talking of: it 
should be published in all the journals of Washington, that 
Halifax, the largest county in the state, in population, and, in 
extent of territory, equal to senator Tyler’s whole empire—that 
Halifax noted for the quantity and the quality of her tobacco-— 
that Halifax which is proverbial from Baffin’s bay to Cape Horn, 
and ail along the coast of Massachusetts, has come out trium- 
phant for the good cause.”’ 

Now this awful county, at the last census, contained 
28,034 inhabitants, of whom 14,307 were persons of co- 
lor—nearly 14,000 being slaves. Deduct these, and the 
people of this vast county, (13,727), do not equal those of 
some of the wards of our cities! 


> @ Qt 
FRENCH CLAIMS. 

The report made to the French chamber of deputies in March 
last, by the committee appointed to examine the convention of 
July, 1831, between the two nations, has been translated by or- 
der of the state department, and is published in the Washington 
Globe. The report concludes with a bill for carrying the con- 
vention into effect. 

_The French report gives a long historical account of the ori- 
gin of these claims,and the various conflicting decrees and orders 
in council,—British and French,—by which the neutral rights 
of the United States were invaded by both belligerents, and 
under color of which so vast an amount of American property 
was seized and confiscated. These incidents are successively 
sketched from the convention of 1800, through the treaty of 
Louisiana in 1803; the British orders in council of 1804-5-6; the 
Berlin, Milan and Rambouillet Decrees of Napoleon; the embar- 
g0 and non-intercourse acts of America, to the revocation of 
the French decrees in 1811, and the war of 1812. In ail these 
harsh and retaliatory measures, the abstract injustice of the 
system of commercial warfare is frankly admitted, and quoting 
the language of Napoleon, it is classed with “the barbarism of 
the early ages.” 

To this follows a history of the negotiations between the two 
nations for adjusting the controversy, beginning with that con- 
ducted by Joel Barlow in 1812, down to the final convention of 
1831, concluded by Mr. Rives. 

The first official French document recognizing the right of 
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Vicenza (Caulaincourt,) minister of foreign affairs in 1814, just 
before the fall of Napoleon. The report deserves notice as con- 
taining very nearly the admissions which were made the basis of 
the late arrangement. The claim to indemnity for seizures made 
under the Berlin and Milan decrees was rejected, and the claims 
of the sufferers limited to seizures made after the revocation of 
those decrees in 1810; seizures made when the vessels captured 
had no knowledge of the decrees, of vessels destroyed at sea by 
state vessels; and the seizures made at St, Sebastians. The 
amount of indemonifications was put at 18,000,000 of franes. 

Mr. Barlow’s first note in 1812, exhibited the amount at 70,- 
000,000 of franes. The president’s message in that year, gave 
a list of 558, captured vessels; and Mr. Rives, in 1831, submit- 
ted a list of 485, which he stated to be incomplete, the value of 
which he estimated at $14,000,000 about the same amount as 
that claimed by Mr. Barlow in 1812. 

The favorable reception of the American claims by Napoleon 
is explained by the report, by his desire to do an act of justice, 
and at the same time ‘“‘encourage them in their efforts”? in the 
war against Great Britain. 

The fall of Napoleon and the establishment of the government 
of the Bourbons, changed the face of affairs. Louis and Charles 
set up counter pretensions, Which showed their determination 
to avoid the payment of any portion of the claime, if possibie. 
Their first claim was one of indemnification for a breach of trea- 
ty of 1803—by which French vessels were to be admitted into 
the ports ef Louisiana, on the same footing with the most favor- 
ed nation; but by the treaty of Ghent the English had received 
greater favors. The second was the peremptory plea, that the 
royal government was not responsible for the acts of the go- 
vernment of Napoleon. It would comply with contracts and 
pay debts, but did not consider itself bound to make reparation 
for acts of spoliation. 

The negotiation nevertheless continued until the revolution 
of July, and the fall of Charles X. After that occurrence, the 
report proceeds to say, the government thought it ‘‘prudent and 
proper,” seriously to resume its negotiations with the United 
States, ‘*which had been raised by a long period of prosperity to 
an ewinent rank among foreign powers, and were in a situation 
to make their flag respected.” Hence the commission to settle 
the convention, and final settlement in 1831. The principle of 
non-responsibility for the acts of the imperial government was 
immediately laid aside, the justice of the general claims to in- 
demnity, as asserted by the American government, subject to 
discussion and exceptions of some classes, was admitted at once, 
and the amount and details of indemnification were speedily 
settled. The exclusion of the Dutch cases, and other classes of 
prizes reduced the sum claimed by Mr. Barlow, and after reci- 
procal offers and discussions, 25,000,000 frances were agreed 
upon. 

The rest of the report is occupied with an examination of the 
different classes of prizes and their amounts, in order to show 
that the sum of 25,000,000 franes is not more than ought to have 
been granted. The report concludes with a bill appropriating 
the necessary sum. [ Ballimore American. 


TREATY BETWEEN THE U. STATES AND FRANCE. 
Chamber of deputies, 28th March. 
The chamber took into consideration the project of law re- 
lative to the treaty between France and the United States of 
America. 


M. Boiasy d’Anglas spoke against the project. Gentlemen, 
he said, if the treaty, the ratification of which you are called 
upon to sanction by a vote of 25,000,000 francs, were useful to 
France—if it were based upon a principle of reciprocity, I 
should not hesitate to express my approbation of it; but, as far 
as I can see at present, the necessity of such a measure has 
not been demonstrated. The United States have confiscated 
our vessels, and have done the greatest injury to our commerce 
—circumstances which are not, in my Opinion, sufficient to in- 
duce us to grant that government an indemnity. 


General Horace Sebastiani read a discourse in favor of the 
project. He said that it was he who, when the minister of fo- 
reign affairs, signed the treaty, the money clauses of which are 
now submitted to the examination of the chamber. He re- 
minded the chamber that even the imperial government had 
acknowledged the justice of these claims—at least a very large 
portion of them. M. De Caulaincourt, when minister, valued 
them at 15 to 20 millions. But at that time the emperor was 
approaching to his downfall, and he has left this obligation to 
the country to fulfil. At the restoration, when all the other 
powers were wresting from us, the United States alone refused 
the intervention of the conquerors, and did not put forward 
those claims until the year 1816. ‘The then ministers declined 
to enter into any arrangement, on the ground of the exhausted 
state of the national finances, and advised an adjournment of 
the demand to a future period. Such was the state of the ques- 
tion when the revolution of July broke out. This great event 
cemented still more the good understanding between the two 
countries. The United States again brought forward their 
claims. The debt involved great political and commercial in- 
terests,and the king’s ministers, under the influence of such 
considerations, did not besitate to conclude the treaty now be- 
fore you. 

M. Bignon said that, in his opinion, the French government 
had not, in this transaction, profited as much as it might have 
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honorable deputy added, that he did not mean to say that an 
indemnity should not be given, but one much less onerous than 
that now proposed might have been agreed upon. The hon. 
deputy concluded by proposing to reduce the indemnity to 
12,000,000. 

The minister of foreign affairs said, that the government 
could not be justly blamed for any delay in bringing forward 
this project, which had been already presented in the two pre- 
ceding sessions, and its not having been discussed and voted 
wer owing to the pressure of other business before the cham- 

r. 


M. Gay entered into a refutation of the objections made by 
M. Bignon. 

M. Anguis voted against the project, and said, if this indem- 
nity to the American government was granted, there would be 
no reason to refuse others of a similar kind, which would, no 
doubt, be brought forward by other countries. 

On the Ist April the discussion was resumed. The following 
are extracts from some of the speeches— 

M. A. Delamartine, after some general reflections upon the 
imperial diplomacy, which, he said, in default of reasons made 
use of gend’armes, and tore the pope from the altar of St. 
Peter’s, and the Spanish monarchs from their royal residence 
at Madrid, entered upon the question before the chamber, and 
said the only question to be decided was, if we were, or not, 
debtors of ilie United States. In his opinion, the debt was 
established; for during 17 years it has been under examination 
and discussion, and the only man whom France and the United 
States could choose as arbiter, general Lafayette, has declared 
that he most conscientiously believes that thirty millions of 
francs at least are due to the Americans. (Exclamations of 
various kinds.) The honorable deputy concluded by saying 
that the rejection of the project might produce a hostile disposi- 
tion on the part of the Americans, and lead to the most disas- 
trous results for our commerce. 

M. Dupont made some observations with regard to the ques- 
tions of public right involved in the project of law, which he 
voted against. 

M. Duchatel expressed an opinion similar to that already put 
forward by some of the preceding speakers—that the advan- 
tages reaped by the Americans by the carrying trade during the 
war between England and France could, under no point of 
view, be considered as compensation for the injury done to 
others by the decrees of Milan and Berlin. The debt, he added, 
was the result of injustice—an injustice not attempted to be 
denied—an injustice which was not the effect of war, but which 
was committed in time of peace, for there was no war between 
France and the United States. On the other hand, the ad- 
vantages said to be gained by the Americans were not of our 
creating, but were the results of the good fortune or favorable 
chance which crowned enterprises where they risked all to 
gain something. With regard to the importance of the cession 
of Louisiana, the honorable deputy observed that our rights to 
that territory was contested, and might not have been eventu- 
ally recognized. It was therefore not any thing in possession 
that we gave up; we only abandoned a doubtful law suit; and 
what did we obtain in exchange?—a real and solid advantage, 
in a considerable diminution of duties upon our wines, which 
has lead to an immense extension of our commerce. These 
diminutions have been, according to the various qualities of the 
wines from 42f. to 30f. from 21f. to 14f. and from 14f. to 8f. and 
these lessened duties were to have been still further diminished 
one-half at the end of March, 1834. 

(M. Duchatel' proceeded further to shew the advantages 
which France derived from her trade with the United States.) 

M. Salverte contended that the arguments drawn from the 
injury that might ensue to our commerce from the rejection of 
the protest, appeared to him of no weight. He had, he said, a 
better opinion of the wisdom of the government of the United 
States than to suppose it would act lightly in so grave a matter, 
and in a fit of puerile anger, lay on additional duties on the pro- 
ductions of France—a proceeding which must speedily re-act 
upon the prosperity of America herself. Besides added the hon. 
deputy, the time is passed for waging war by means of custom 
house officers; duties are no longer imposed out of hatred or an- 
ger to foreign countries, but only with a view of encouraging 
the productions of our own. But continued the hen. deputy, 
what is to hinder the Americans, after being paid our 25,000,000 
from excluding, by increased duties, our wines and silks, if they 
should find it their interest to do so?_ I do not say that this will 
be the case, but I merely mention the possibility of such an e- 
vent, to show you that it is interest that will always regulate 
the conduct of a people co essentially calculating as the Ameri- 
cans. The hon. deputy, after having reproached the minister 
for foreign affairs with having designated those who should vote 
against the project as the cause of any future decline of our 
manufactures, and any public disorders resulting therefrom, 
concluded by voting against the project. [Cries of ‘question, 
question.’’} 


M. Berryer requested to be allowed to put a question to the 
minister of foreign affairs, relative to 28 American ships which 
had been seized in some of the Spanish ports and confiscated. 
The value of these vessels and their cargoes added the hon. de- 
puty, was, according to the minister’s statement, 8,000,000 
francs, from which sum it figures in the 25,000,000 francs of in- 
demnity; so that we thus give to America 8,000,000 francs, to in- 
demnify her for the loss sustained by the confiscation of her 
ships by Spain. The hon. deputy proceeded to state that in the 
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treaty of 1819, between the United States and Spain, all claims 
relative to these vessels were definitely and positively declared 
to be given up by America, and Spain for ever discharged from 
every demand relative to them. 

By this arrangement (added the hon. deputy), America trans- 
ferred the claims she might have had on France, for these prizes 
to Spain, and by this treaty definitively arranged them. {1 there, 
fore appears that these 8,000,000f., which are included in the 
present indemnity, are, according to this arrangement, to be paid 
twice over. 

The minister of foreign affairs said—The answer to M. Berry- 
er’s question is very simple. The treaty of which he speaks has 
nothing to do with the question relative to the ships seized in 
the Spanish ports of St. Sebastian, Bilboa, and Passage. The 
history of these seizures is as follows:—On the 10th of Febry- 
ary, 1810, an order came to bring these ships to Bayonne from 
the Spanish ports, where they had been seized, and into which 
they had been inveigled at the suggestion of the French genera} 
then commanding in that part of Spain. These vessels and their 
cargoes were sold at Bayonne, and the produce of the sale paid 
into the public treasury. The object of the treaty of 1819 was 
to liquidate the debts due by Spain to the United States, and not 
those due by France to America, arising out of facts that hap- 
pened in Spain, which was then occupied by the French armies, 

Mr Berryer again insisted upon his view of the subject. 

The minister of foreign affairs replied—Not one of the ships 
for which an indemnity has been given in the treaty of 1831, 
now before the chamber, is alluded to by the treaty of 1810, be- 
tween Spain and the United States. That treaty, therefore, has 
nothing whatsoever to do with the present question. 

M. Mauguin began by expressing a similar opinion to that of 
M. Berryer, with regard to the vessels seized in Spanish ports, 
and the treaty of 1819. The hon. deputy, in alluding to what had 
been asserted in a previous part of the debate, by the minister of 
foreign affairs, that the government of the restoration was on the 
point of granting an indemnity to the government of the United 
States, said he would repeat an expression which, in his opi- 
nion,did honor to a man now in misfortune. The hon. deputy sta- 
ted that being one of the commission charged with interrogating 
prince Polignac, when confined in the castle of Vincennes, he 
had heard him in the intervals of examination, when the mem- 
bers of the commission and the fallen minister were engaged in 
speaking on miscellaneous subjects, say on the American claims 
being mentioned, *“Take care, [ have studied that question, and 
we owe nothing to the United States.”? I repeat, he uttered this 
language with so profound a feeling of nationality, that I feit it 
impossible to resist its impression. I shall add, said the hon. 
deputy, that in the correspondence relative to the affairs of the 
east, which I have seen, the sentiments recorded there by prince 
Polignac, were frank, noble, and altogether worthy of a French- 
man. (Exclamations from the centre.) 

The minister of foreign affairs, said that he must regret that 
the name of prince Polignac was introduced into the discussion. 
The minister added, that prince Polignae had positively admit- 
ted the right of America to an indemnity, and that what he 
said to M. Mauguin must have been in a general and vague 
manner, or otherwise would be contradiction with himself. 

After a few observations from M. Isambert, which were lost 
amidst cries of “question,” the chamber proceeded to ballot on 
art. 1, relative to the indemnity of 25,000,000f. The result was 
as follows: 

Number of votes, 344. For the article,168; against it, 176—8 
majority against the article. (Prolonged sensation in the cham- 
ber.) At6o’clock the chamber rose. 

{igeIn consequence of this result two of the ministers, the 
duc de Broglie, and gen. Sebastiani resigned their places. They 
had much exerted themselves to obtain a different vote. A ca- 
binet council was held at the Tuileries the same evening, and 
the ministers all present except the two who had sent in their 
resignations, which, itis said, an effort would be made to in- 
duce them to recall; but at the latest moment of the accounts 
from Paris, it had not been effectual. 

It appears that the amount of the claims caused the rejection 
of the bill—many members having made up their minds that 
twelve millions of francs was an ample compensation for the 
real amount of losses sustained. 

PUBLIC DIRECTORS—BANK UNITED STATES. 
THE MESSAGE. 
Washington, 11th March, 1834. 
To the senate: 


I renominate Henry D. Gilpin, Peter Wager and John T. 
Sullivan, of Philadelphia, and Hugh McElderry, of Baltimore, 
oe directors in the bank of the United States, for the year 
1834. 

I disclaim all pretension, of right, on the part of the presi- 
dent, officially to inquire into, or call in question, the reasons 
of the senate for rejecting any nomination whatsoever. As the 
president is not responsible to them for the reasons which in- 
duce him to make a nomination, so they are not responsible to 
him for the reasons which induce them to reject it. In these 
respects, each is independent of the other, and both responsible 
to their respective constituents. Nevertheless, the attitude in 


which certain vital interests of the country are placed by the 
rejection of the gentlemen now renominated, require of me 
frankly to communicate my views of the consequences which 
must necessarily follow this act of the senate, if it be not re 
considered. 
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The characters and standing of these gentlemen are well 
known to the community, and eminently qualify them for the 
offices to which I propose to appoint them. Their confirmation 
by the senate, at its last session, to the same offices, is proof 
that such was the opinion of them entertained by the senate at 
that time; and unless something has occured since to change it, 
this act may now be referred to as evidence that their talents 
and pursuits justify their selection. 


The refusal, however, to confirm their nominations to the 
same offices shows that there is something in the conduct of 
these gentlemen, during the last year, which, in the opinion of 
the senate, disqualifies them, and as no charge has been made 
against them as men or citizens, nothing which impeaches the 
fair private character they possessed when the senate gave 
them their sanction at its last session; and as it moreover ap- 

ars from the journal of the senate, recently transmitted for my 
inspection, that it was deemed unnecessary to inquire into 
their qualifications or character; it is to be inferred that the 
change in the opinion of the senate has arisen from the official 
conduct of these gentlemen. The only circumstances in their 
official conduct, which have been deemed of sufficient import- 
ance to attract public attention, are the two reports made by 
them to the executive department ef the government; the one 
bearing date the 22d day of April, and the other the 19th day of 
August last; both of which reports were communicated to the 
senate by the secretary of the treasury, with his reasons for re- 

moving the deposites. 


The truth of the facts stated in these reports is not, I pre- 
sume, questioned by any one. The high character and stand- 
ing of the citizens by whom they were made prevent any doubt 
upon the subject. Indeed, the statements have not been de- 
nied by the president of the bank, and the other directors. On 
the contrary, they have insisted that they were authorised to 
use the money of the bank in the manner stated in the two re- 
ports, and have not denied that the charges there made against 
the corporation are substantially true. It must be taken, there- 
fore, as admitted, that the statements of the public directors, in 
the reports above mentioned, are correct: and they diselose the 
most alarming abuses, on the part of the corporation, and the 
most strenuous exertions, On their part, to put an end to them. 
They prove that enormous sums were secretly lavished, ina 
manner, and for purposes, that cannot be justified, and that the 
whole of the immense capital of the bank has been virtually 
placed at the disposal of a single individual, to be used, if he 
thinks proper, to corrupt the press, and to control the pro- 
ceedings of the government, by exercising an undue influence 
over elections. 


The reports were made in obedience to my official directions; 
and [ herewith transmit copies of my letters calling for infor- 
mation of the proceedings of the bank. Were they bound to 
disregard the call? Was it their duty to remain silent, while 
abuses of the most injurious and dangerous character were 
daily practised? Were they bound to conceal from the con- 
stituted authorities a course of measures destructive to the best 
interests of the country, and intended gradually and secretly to 
subvert the foundations of our government, and to transfer its 
powers from the hands of the people to a great moneyed cor. 
poration? Was it their duty to sit in silence at the board, and 
witness all these abuses, without an attempt to correct them; 
or, in case of failure there, not to appeal to higher authority? 
The eighth fundamentai rule authorises any one of the direc- 
tors, whether elected or appointed, who may have been absent 
when an access of debt was created, or whe may have dissent- 
ed from the act, to exonerate himself from personal responsibi- 
lity by giving notice of the fact to the president of the United 
States; thus recognizing the propriety of communicating to that 
officer the proceedings of the board in such cases. But, inde- 
pendently of any argument to be derived from the principle re- 
cognized in the rule referred to, I cannot doubt for a moment 
thatit is the right and the duty of every director at the board to 
attempt to correct all illegal proceedings, and, in case of failure, 
to disclose them; and that every one of them, whether elected 
by the stockholders or appointed by the government, who had 
knowledge of the facts and concealed them, would be justly 
amenable to the severest censure. 


Butin the case of the public directers it was their peculiar 
and official duty to make the disclosures: and the call upon 
them for information could not have been disregarded without 
a flagrant breach of their trust. The directors appointed by 
the United States cannot be regarded in the light of the ordi- 
nary directors of a bank appointed by the stockholders, and 
charged with the care of their pecuniary interests in the corpo- 
ration. They have higher and more important duties. They 
are public officers. They are placed at the board not merely to 
represent the stock held by the United States, but to observe 
the conduct of the corporation, and to watch over the public in- 
terests. It was foreseen that this great moneyed monopoly 


might be so managed as to endanger the interests of the coun- 
try: and it was therefore deemed necessary, as & measure of 
precaation, to place at the board watchful sentinels, who should 
observe its conduct, and stand ready to report to the proper offi- 
cers of the government every act of the board which might af- 


fect injuriously the interests of the people. 


The whole frame of the charter, as well as the manner of 
their appointment, proves this to be their true character. The 
United States are not represented at the board by these directors 


right of the United States to appoint directors 
appointed, do not depend upon the amount of 
every share should be sold, and the United States cease to be a 
stockholder altogether, yet, under the charter, the right to ap- 
point five directors would still remain. 
would be the character of the directors? 
no stock and be chosen by no stockholder. 


and the number 
the stock; for if 


In such a case, what 
They would represent 


Yet they would 
have a right to sit at the board; to vote on all questions submit- 


ted to it; and to be made acquainted with all the proceedings 
of the corporation. They would not, in such a case, be ordinary 
directors chosen by the stockholders in proportion to their 
stock. Butthey would be public officers appointed to guard 
the public interests; and their duties must conform to their 
office. They are not the duties of an ordinary director chosen 
by a stockholder; but they are the peculiar duties of a public 
officer, who is bound on all occasions to protect, to the utmost 
of his lawful means, the public interests; and where his own 
authority is not sufficient to prevent the injury, to inform those 
to whom the laws has confided the necessary power. Such, 
then, is the character, and such are the duties, of the directors 


appointed by the United States, whether the public be stock- 


holders or not. They are officers of the United States, and not 
the mere representatives of a stockliolder. 

The mode of their appointment, and their tenure to office, 
confirm this position. They are appointed, like other officers 
of the government, and by the same authority. They do not 
hold their offices irrevocably a year after their appointment; on 
the contrary,by the express terms of the law, they are liable to 
be removed from office at any time by the president, when in his 
judgment the public interest shall require it. In every respect, 
therefore, in which the subject can be considered, it is evident 
that the five directors, appointed by the United States are to be 
regarded as public officers; who are placed there in order to ob- 
serve the conduct of the corporation, and to prevent abuses 
which might otherwise be committed. 

Such being the character of the directors appointed on behalf 
of the United States, it is obviously their duty to resist, and in 
case of failure to report to the president, or to the secretary of 
the treasury, any proceedings of the board by which the public 
interest may be injuriously affected. The president may order 
a scire facias against the bank, for a violation of its charter; and 
the secretary of the treasury is empowered to direct the money 
of the United States to be deposited elsewhere, when, in his 
judgment, the public interest require it to be done. The direc- 
tors of this bank, like all others, are accustomed to sit with 
closed doors, and do not report their proceedings to any depart- 
ment of the government. ‘The monthly return, which the char- 
ter requires to be made to the treasury department, gives no- 
thing more than a general statement of its pecuniary condition; 
and of that butan imperfect one. For, although it shows the 
amount loaned at the bank and its different branches, it does 
not show the condition of its debtors, nor the circumstances 
under which the loans were made. It does not show whether 
they are in truth accommodations granted in the regular and 
ordinary course of business, upon fair banking principles, or 
from other motives. Under the name of loans, advances may 
be made to persons notoriously insolvent, for the most cor- 
ruptand improper purposes; and a course of proceeding may 
be adopted, in violation of its charter, while upon the face of its 
monthly statement, every thing would appear to be fair and 
correct. 

How, then, is the executive branch of the government to be- 
come acquainted with the official conduct of the public direc- 
tors, Or the abuses practised by the corporation for its private 
ends, and in violation of its duty to the public? The power of 
displacing the public directors, and that of issuing a scire facias, 
and of removing the deposites, were not intended to be idle and 
nugatory provisions, without the means of enforcement. Yet 
they must be wholly inoperative and useless, unless there be 
some means by which the official conduct of the public direc- 
tors, and the abuses of power on the part of the corporation, 
may be brought to the knowledge of the executive department 
of the government. 

Will it be said, that the power is given to the secretary of the 
treasury to examine, himself, or by his authorised agent, into 
the conduct and condition of the bank? The answer is obvious. 
It could not have been expected or intended that he would 
make an examination, unless information was first given to 
him which excited his suspicions; and if he did make such a 
general examination, without previous information of miscon- 
duct, it is most probable, that in the complex concerns and ac- 


counts of a bank, it would result in nothing, whatever abuses 
might have been practised. 


It is, indeed, the duty of every director to give information of 
such misconduct on the part of the board. But the power to is- 
sue a scire facias, and to remove the deposites, presupposes 
that the directors elected by the stockholders might abuse their 
power; and itcannot be presumed that congress intended to 
rely on these same directors to give information of their own 
misconduct. The government is not accustomed to rely on the 
offending party to disclose his offence. It was intended that 
the power to issue a scire facias, and remove the deposites, 
should be real and effective. The necessary means of informa- 
tion were therefore provided in the charter; and five officers of 
the government appointed, in the usual manner, responsible to 
the publie and not to the stoekholders, were placed as sentineis 
at the board, and are bound, by the nature and character of 





merely on account of the stock held by the government. 
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per authority every infraction of the charter, and every abuse of 
power, in order that due measures should be taken to punish or 
correct it; and, in like manner, it is their duty to give, when 
called upon, any explanation of their own official conduct touch- 
ing the managemeut of the institution. 

it was, perhap=, scarcely necessary to present to the senate 
these views of the power of the executive, and of the duties of 
the five directors appointed by the United States. But the bank 
is believed to be now striving to obtain for itself the government 
of the country; and is seeking, by new and strained construc- 
tions, to wrest from the hands of the constituted authorities the 
salutary control reserved by the charter. And, as misrepresen- 
tation is one of its most usual weapons of attack, I have deem- 
ed it my duty to put before the senate, in a manner not to be 
misunderstood, the principles on which | have acted. 

Entertaining,as [ do, a solemn conviction of the truth of these 
principles, L must adhere to them, and act upon them with con- 
stancy and firmness. 

Aware, as I now am, of the dangerous machinations of the 
bank, it is more than ever my duty te be vigilant in guarding the 
rights of the people froin the impending danger. And [ should 
feel that | ought to forfeit the confidence with which my coun- 
trymen have honored me, if I did not require regular and full 
reports of every thing in the proceedings of the bank, calculat- 
ed to affect injuriously the public interests, from the public di- 
rectors. And, if the directors should fail to give the informa 
tion called for, it would be my imperious duty to exercise the 
power conferred on me by the law, of removing them from of- 
fice, and of appointing others who would discharge their duties 
with more fidelity to the public. [can never suffer any one to 
hold office under me who would connive at corruption, or who 
should fail to give the alarm, when he saw the enemies of liber- 
ty endeavoring to sap the foundations of our free institutions, 
and to subject the free people of the United States to the do- 
minion of a great moneyed corporation. 

Any directors of the bank, therefore, who might be appointed 
by the government, would be required to report to the execnu- 
tive as fully as the late directors have done, and more frequent- 
ly, because the danger is more imminent: and it would be my 
duty to require of them a full detail of every part of the pro- 
ceedings of the corporation, or any of its officers, in order that 
I might be enabled to decide whether I should exercise the 
power of ordering a scire facias, whieh is reserved to the presi- 
dent by the charter, or adopt such other lawful measures as the 
interests of the country might require. It is too obvious to be 
doubted that the misconduct ofthe corporation would never have 
been megeght to light by the aid of a public proceeding at the 
board of directors. The board, when called on by the govern- 
ment directors, refused to institute an inquiry, or require an ac- 
count; and the mode adopted by the latter was the only one by 
which the object could be attained. It would be absurd to ad- 
mit the right of the government directors to give information, 
and, atthe same time, deny the means of obtaining it. It would 
be but another mode of enabling the bank to conceal its pro- 
ceedings, and practice, with impunity, its corruptions. In the 
mode of obtaining the information, therefore. and in their ef- 
forts to put an end to the abuses disclosed, as well as in report- 
ing them, the conduct of the late directors was judicious and 
praiseworthy; and the honesty, firmness and intelligence which 
they have displayed, entitle them, in my opinion, to the grati- 
tude of the country. 

But, if I do not mistake the principles on which the senate 
have recently rejected them, the conduct which I deem worthy 
of praise, they treat as a breach of duty; and, in their judgment, 
the measures which they took to obtain the information, and 
their efforts to put an end to the practices disclosed, and the re- 
ports they have made to the executive, although true in all their 
parts, are regarded as an offence, and supposed to require some 
decisive mark of strong disapprobation. 

If the views of the senate be such as [ have supposed, the dif- 
ficulty of sending to the senate any other names than those of 
the late directors, will be at once apparent. I cannot consent 
to place before the senate the name of any one who is not pre- 
pared, with firmness and honesty, to discharge the duties of a 
public director, in the manner they were fulfilled by those whom 
the senate have refused to confirm. If, for performing a duty 
lawfully required of them by the executive, they are to be 
punished by the subsequent rejection of the senate, it would 
not only be useless, but cruel, to place men of character and 
honor in that situation, if even such men could be found io ae- 
ceptit. If they failed to give the required information, or to 
take proper measures to obtain it, they would be removed by 
the executive. If they gave the information, and took proper 
measures to obtain it, they would, upon the next nomination, 
be rejected by the senate. It would be unjust, in me, to place 
any other citizens in the predicamentin which this unlooked 
for decision of the senate has placed the estimable and honora- 
ble men who were directors during the last year. 


If f am not in error in relation to the principles upon which 
these gentlemen have been rejected, the necessary consequence 
will be-that the bank will hereafter be without government di 
rectors, and the people of the United States must be deprived of 
their chief means of protection agaiust its abuses: for whatever 
conflicting opinions may exist as to the right of the directors, 
appointed in Jannary, 1833, to hold over until new appoint. 
ments shall be made, it is very obvions that, whilst their rejec- 
tion by the senate remains in force, they cannot, with proprie- 
vw, attempt to exercise such a power. In the present state of 
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things, therefore, the corporation will be enabled effeetually to 
accomplish the object it has been so long endeavoring to obtain 

Its exchange committees, and its delegated powers to its presi- 
dent, may hereafter be dispensed with, without incurring the 
danger of exposing its proceedings to the public view. The 
sentinels which the law had placed at its board can no longer ap- 

ear there. 

. Justice to myself and to the faithful officers by whom the pub- 
lic has been so well and so honorably served, without compen- 
sation or reward, during the last year, has required of me this ful} 
and frank exposition of my motives for nominating them again 

after their rejection by the senate. I repeat, that I do not ques. 
tion the right of the senate to confirm or reject at their pleasure: 
and if there had been any reason to suppose that the rejection 
in this case had not been produced by the causes to which [ 
have attributed it, or if my views of their duties, and the pre- 
sent importance of their rigid performance, were other than they 
are, I should have cheerfully acquiesced, and attempted to find 
others who would accept the unenviable trust. But I cannot 
consent to appoint directors of the bank to be the subservient 
instruments, or silent spectators, of its abuses and corruptions; 
nor can I ask honorable men to undertake the thankless duty, 
with the certain prospect of being rebuked by the senate for its 
faithful performance in pursuance of the lawful directions of 
the executive. 

I repeat that I do not claim a right to inquire into, or official- 
ly to censure, the acts of the senate. But the situation in 
which the important interests of the American people, vested 
in the bank of the United States, and affected by its arrange- 
ments, must necessarily be left by the rejection of the gentle- 
men now renominated, has made it my duty to give this expla- 
nation to the senate, and submit the matter to their reconsider- 
ation. If it shall be determined by the senate that all channels 
of information, in relation to the corrupt proceedings of this 
dangerous corporation, shall be cut off, and the government 
and country left exposed to its unrestrained machinations 
against the purity of the press, and public liberty, I shall, after 
having made this effort to avert so great an evil, rest, for the 
justification of my official course, with respectful confidence, 
on the judgment of the American people. 

In conclusion, it is proper [ should inform the senate that 
there is now no government director appointed for the present 
year: Mr. Bayard, who was nominated and confirmed by the 
senate, having refused to accept that appointment. 

ANDREW JACKSON. 





REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE OF FINANCE ON THE MESSAGE: 
In senate, May 1, 1834. 

Mr. Tyler, from the committee on finance, to which was re- 
ferred the message of the president of the llth of March, re- 
nominating Henry D. Gilpin, Peter Wager, John T. Sullivan 
and Hugh McElderry, as directors of the bank of the United 
States, submitted the following report: 


The committee have bestowed upon the subject the reffec- 
tion which respect for the chief magistrate would at all times 
command. The president, at an early day of the session, sub- 
mitted the nomination to the senate, of five persons, as direc- 
tors of the bank of the U. States. To one of these nominations 
the senate assented; and the person nominated was appointed. 
In regard to the four others, being the same persons now re- 
nominated to the senate, no definitive decision was made until 
the 27th day of February, when they were each separately re- 
jected by ayes and noes. The subjects, in the mean time, with 
which these nominations were in some degree connected, 
had undergone a full and elaborate discussion in the senate. 
The decision, therefore, was well calculated to satisfy the pre- 
sident that the senate entertained decisive objections to the 
coufirmation of these four persons; and the journals of which 
the president usually sees a copy, could not fail to show that 
each and every one of them was rejected by a clear majority 
of the whole senate. The precise character of the objections 
taken by each and every member of the majority, or even the 
general character of such objections, it would be presumptuous 
in the committee to attempt to ascertain. They cannot be ex- 
pected to go into private conference with members, and to inter- 
rogate either those of the majority or minority, upon this or any 
other question, as to the reasons of their votes. It must be ob- 
vious that from the constitution of the senate; from the manner 
of its proceedings; from the absolute right of every member to 
vote for or against particular nominations for reasons of his 
own, Whether others concur with him in those reasons or not, 
the grounds of the votes of individual members can never be 
set forth, nor anthentically known. The committee cannot 
undertake any inquiry into such grounds of individual opinion; 
nor do they know any form in which the senate itself, if it were 
eo inclined; could compel individuals to state the reasons of 
their votes. The committee, therefore, do not suppose it pro- 
per for the senate by any proceeding to be adopted on its part, 
to undertake to set forth the reasons of members for rejecting 
these persons. Itis enough that the senate in the exercise of 
an unquestionable constitutional right has refused its advice 
and consent to the nominations. This has been officially cer- 
tified to the president, and the committee think there is no 
ground for further inquiry. : 

The president disclaims, indeed, in terms, all right to inquire 
into the reasons of the senate for rejecting any nomination; and 
yet the message immediately undertakes to infer, from facts and 
circumstances, what those reasons, which influenced the se- 
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nate in this case, must have heen, and goes on to argue, much 
at large, against the validity of such supposed reasons. The 
committee are of opinion, that if, as the president admits, he 
cannot inguire into the reasons of the senate for refusing its 
assent to nominations, it is still more clear that those reasons 
cannot, with propriety, be assumed, and made subjects of com- 
ent. 

ie cases in which nominations are rejected, for reasons af- 
fecting the character of the persons nominated, the conmunittee 
think that no inference is to be drawn, except what the vote 
shows; that is to say, that the senate withholds its advice and 
consent from the nominations. And the senate, not being 
bound to give reasons for its votes, in these cases, it is not 
pound, nor would it be proper for it, as the committee think, to 
give any answer to remarks founded on the presumption of what 
such reasons must have been, in the present case. They feel 
themselves, therefore, compelled, to forego any response what- 
ever to the message of the president, in this particular, as well 
by the reasons before assigned, as out of respect to that high 
officer. The president acts upon bis own views of public policy, 
in making nominations to the senate; and the senate does no 
more when it confirms or rejects such nominations. For either 
.of these co-ordinate departments to enter into the considera- 
tion of the motives of the other would not, and could not 
fail, in the end, to break all harmonious intercourse between 
them. This, your committee would deplore as highly inju- 
rious to the best interests of the country. The president, 
doublless, asks himself, in the case of every nomination for 
office, whether the person be fit for the office; whether he 
be actuated by correct views and motives; and whether he be 
likely to be influenced by those considerations which should 
alone govern him in the discharge of his duties; is he honest, 
capable and faithful? Being satisfied in these particulars, the 
president submits his name to the senate, where the same in- 
quiries arise, and its decision should be presumed to be dictated 
by the same high considerations as those which govern the pre- 
sident, in Originating the nomination. For these reasons, the 
committee have altogether refrained from entering into any 
discussion of the legal duties and obligations of directors of the 
bank appointed by the president and senate, which form the 
main topic of the message. 

The committee would not feel that it had fully acquitted itself 
of its obligations, if it did not avail itself of this occasion to call 
the attention uf the senate to the general subject of renomina- 
tion. 

The committee do not deny that a right of renomination ex- 
ists; but they are of opinion, that in very clear and strong cases 
only, should the senate reverse decisions which it has delibe- 
rately formed and officially communicated to the president. In 
military and naval appointments it is possible that questions, 
not of personal fitness for office, but of the right of individuals 
to rank and grade, may arise between the president and senate; 
and that nominations may be rejected, pending such questions, 
which might properly be renewed under other laws, or a new 
state of circumstances. And in regard, too, to diplomatic ap- 
pointments, the question may, perliaps, sometimes turn, not on 
the fitness of the person nominated, but on the propriety of any 
appointment, or of any such mission as is proposed. If new in- 
formation should be given, shedding new light satisfactory to 
the senate, in such case it may be a proper reason for agreeing 
to nominations once rejected; nor will the committee say that 
there may not be other cases in which a person once rejected 
may be properly again presented to the senate. But the com- 
mittee think that in a case in which the decision of the senate 
has been deliberately made upon the sole question of the fitness 
of the persons for the offices to which they are nominated, and 
ite assent has been withheld, it ought not, without very strong 
and clear reasons, to change that decision upon a renomina- 
tion. The committee has caused the journals of the senate to 
be examined in reference to the practice of renominaticn, and 
they find that, during@he presidential terms of general Wash- 
ington, Mr. John Adams and Mr. Jefferson, no instance of 
renomination to office once occurred; and yet there are not 
Wanting instances of the rejection of nominations made by 
those illustrious citizens, the motives for which it would be 
difficult now to ascertain. To illustrate this, it is only neces- 
sary to select the case of colone! Fishburn, a gallant soldier of 
the revolution, who was nominated by general Washington as 
the collector of Savannah, and were rejected by the senate. 
And, although the president was obviously mortified by the 
decision, the nomination having been made in a great measure 
upon his personal knowledge of the individual, he contented 
himself, after the rejection, with addressing a letter to the se- 
nate, containing his reasons for the nomination of colonel Fish- 
burn, and accoinpanied that message with the name of another 
individual, 


During the administration of Mr. Madison two instances oc-. 
cur of renominations of the same persons to the same offices to 
which they had originally been nominated. Abraham Quack- 
enbush was nominated as an ensign and rejected—renominated 
and confirmed. And George Brown was nominated a collector 
for the firet collection district of Maryland; and after a rejection 
was renominated and confirmed. What reasons influenced 
the president to pursue this course in the two instances refer- 
red to, or the senate to concur in it, the committee have now 
no means of ascertaining. During the administration of Mr. 
Monroe, the instances of renomination became more frequent; 
but several of them were nominations to inilitary appointments, 











and, in © majority of the cases, no direct vote rejecting the no- 
minations had passed the senate. The cases of renomination 
by Mr. Monroe, after a rejection, were James Gadsden, as ad- 
jutant general, and Nathan Towson, as colonel; Charles Van- 
deventer, as navy agent, and Duff Green, as receiver; all of 
which were rejected on their renomination. The two first no- 
minations Were purely military; and involved an interesting and 
difficult question of grade, and in the opinion of the president, 
called for the most minute and elaborate investigation. What 
motives impelled to the renomination of the two last, the com- 
mittee cannot undertake tosay. During the four years of Mr. 
J. Q. Adams’s adininistration, no instance of renomination ap- 
pears to have occurred; unless the nomination of Amos Binney, 
whose nomination previously made by Mr. Monroe, had been 
postponed, and that of Peter Sailly, whose nomination by Mr. 
Monroe, had been laid upon the table at the last day of the ses- 
sion, and who, at the commeneement of the succeeding execu- 
tive session, Was again presented to the senate, are to be con- 
sidered as renominations. Since the 3d of March, 1829, four 
instances of renominations, after rejection by the senate, have 
occurred. In two of these instances, the persons renominated 
were again rejected; in the third the nomination was agreed to; 
and the fourth is the casé now before us. 

The committee perceive, with regret, an intimation in the 
message Uiat the president may not see fit to send to the senate 
the names of any other persons to be directors of the bank ex- 
cept those whose nominations have been already rejected. 
While the senate will exercise its own rights, according to its 
views of its duty, it will leave to other officers of the govern- 
ment to decide for themselves on the manner they will perform 
their duties. The committee know no reason why these offices 
should not be filled, or why, in this case, no further nomina- 
tion should be made, after the senate has exercised its unques- 
tionable right of rejecting particular persons Who have been no- 
minated, any more than in other cases. The sevate will be 
ready, at all times, to receive and consider any such nomina- 
tions as the president may present to it. It claims no authority 
to control him in his nominations, but it cannot surrender the 
exercise ofits own right of deciding for itself on the propriety 
of advising and consenting to appointments to office. It cannot 
deprive itself of its own powers; it cannot surrender its own 
constitutional character; it cannot, through apprehension of any 
consequences Whatever, forbear from exercising its bigh duty 
of giving or of refusing its advice or consent to nominations of 
the president, in all cases, according to its conscientious sense 
of its own obligations to the constitution and to the country. 
If these offices of bank directors remain unfilled, the fault will 
not be the fault of the senate. The case is like other cases of 
rejection. In other cases, other persons have been nominated 
in place of those rejected by the senate, and confirmed; and, if 
a different course shall be adopted on this occasion, it is a 
course for which the senate cannot be responsible. 

Their power of withholding their assent from the president’s 
nominations is not altogether vain and nugatory; it was given 
them by the constitution to be exercised in proper cases, and in 
theirown discretion. When exercised by them, the rights of no 
other branch of the government are infringed or impaired; the 
senate has only done its own duty, and, having done this ho- 
nestly and conscientiously, it cannot fear any consequences. 

The committee recommend that the senate do not advise and 
consent to the appointment of the persons thus renominated, 


The “National Intelligencer,’ of the 5th instant, contains 
nearly two columns of extracts from the executive proceedings 
of the senate on the nomination and renomination of the direc- 
tors of the bank—of which, perhaps the following notices may 
be sufficient: 

On the 17th December, 1833, the president nominated James 
A. Bayard, of Delaware, a director in the place of Saul Alley, 
and nominated Peter Wager, Henry D. Gilpin and John T. 
Sullivan, of Philadelphia, and Hugh McElderry, of Baltimore, 
for reappointment. 

On the 19th January, 1834, the committee of finance made a 
report on the subject, and on the 2lst the senate advised and 
consented to the appointment of Mr. Bayard. [The yeas and 
nays are not given—but we understand that Mr. B. was very 
generally approved. ] 

On the 22d January, there was a debate concerning the other 
persons nominated. 

Again on the 10th of February when— 

Mr. Kane submitted the following motion: 

Resolved, That the nominations of H. D. Gilpin, John T. Sul- 
livan, Peter Wager and Hugh McElderry, be recommitted to 
the committee on finance, with instructions to inquire into 
their several qualifications and fitness for the stations to which 
they have been nominated; also into the truth of all charges 
preferred by them against the board of directors of the bank 
of the United States, and into the conduct of each of the said 
nominees during the time he may have acted as director of the 
said bank; and that the said nominees have notice of the times 
and places of meetings of said committee, and have leave to 
attend the same. 

On the question to agree thereto, 

Tt was determined in the negative—yeas 20, nays 28. 

On motion of Mr. Forsyth, 

The yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of the senators 
present, 

Those who voted in the affirmative, are, 
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Messrs. Benton, Brown, Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, 
Kane, King, of Alabama, Linn, McKean, Moore, Morris, Rives, 
Robinson, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, Wilkins, Wright. 
Those who voted in the negative, are, 
Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, ——- Frelinghuysen, Kent, King, of Geo. Knight, Man- 
m, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, 


ilsbee, Smith, Southard, Sprague, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, 
Waggaman, Webster. 


So the resolution was disagreed to. 

‘ — the 24th February, the nominations were further consi- 
ered. 

On the 27th—Mr. Morris submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the nominations of H. D. Gilpin, Peter Wager, 
John T. Sullivan and Hugh McElderry, be again referred to the 
committee on finance, with instructions to inquire whether any 
objections whatever exist, either against their characters or 
qualifications to act as directors of the bank of the U. States. 

On the question to agree thereto, 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 18, nays 27. 


The yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of the senators 
present, 


Those who voted in the affirmative, are, 

Messrs. Benton, Brown, Forsyth, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King, 
of Alab. Linn, McKean, Moore, Morris, Robinson, Shepley, 
Talimadge, Tipton, White, Wilkins, Wright. 

Those who voted in the negative, are, 

Messre. Bell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Mangum, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Sils- 
bee, Smith, Sprague, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, 
Webster. 

So the resolution was rejected. 

On the question, ‘‘will the senate advise and consent to the 
appointment of Peter Wager?’ 

t was determined in the negative—yeas 20, nays 25. 

The yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of the senators 
present, 

Those who voted in the affirmative, are, 

Mesars. Benton, Black, Brown, Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Hill, Kane, King, of Alab. Linn, McKean, Moore, Morris, Ro- 
binson, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, Wilkins, Wright. 

Those who voted in the negative, are, 

Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Calhoun, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Ew- 
ing, Frelinghuysen, Kent, Knight, Mangum, Naudain, Poindex- 
ter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, 
Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster. 

(The same questions being propounded as to the other gen- 
tlemen, Mr. Gilpin was disapproved of 24 to 20; Mr. Sullivan 
27 to 18, and Mr. McElderry 25 to 20.] 

On the llth of March the preceding message renominating 
the rejected gentlemnen, was received and read. It was fur- 
y wes considered on the 22d, and referred to the committee on 

nance. 


May 1, the committee on finance made the report inserted 
above. After which— 

The senate proceeded to consider the message renominating 
Henry D. Gilpin, and others, as bank directors. 

On the question, ‘‘will the senate advise and consent to the 


appointment of Henry D. Gilpin, Peter Wager, John T. Sulli- 
wan and Hugh McElderry?”? . : 


It was determined in the negative, yeas 11, nays 30. 

The yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of the senators 
present, 

Those who voted in the affirmative, are, 

Messrs. Brown, Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, King, of 
Alab. Linn, Robinson, Shepley, White, Wright. 

Those who voted in the negative, are, 

Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Kent, King, of Geo. Leigh, Man- 

mn, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, 

obbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Sprague, Swift, Tipton, 
Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster.* 

So it was 

Resolved, That the senate do not advise and consent to the 
appointment of Henry D. Gilpin, Peter Wager, John T. Sulli- 
van, of Philadelphia, and Hugh McElderry, of Baltimore, as di- 
rectors of the bank of the United States. 

Mr. Forsyth submitted the following resolution: 
F Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy be removed from all 
the proceedings of the senate in relation to the nomination and 
renomination of the directors of the bank of the United States. 

On motion, by Mr. Wright, to amend the same, by inserting 
after the word “‘senate,’’ the words and the debates— 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 8, nays 31. 

On motion by Mr. Wright, 

The yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of the senators 
present, 

Those who voted in the affirmative, are, 


Messrs. Brown, Forsyth, Hill, Linn, Robinson, Shepley, Tip- 
ton, Wright. 





*Abszent on this occasion—Mr. Knight, of R. I. not in the city; 
Mr. Tallmadge, of New York, Messrs. Wilkins and McKean, of 
Pennsylvania; Mr. Morris, of Ohio; Mr. Kane, of Illinois; Mr. 
Benton, of Missouri. The last six are friends of the administra- 
tion. 


No reason is assigned why they did not vote on this oc- 
easion. 
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Those who voted in the negative, are, 

Messrs. Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Ew. 
ing, Frelinghuyeen, Grundy, Hendricks, Kent, King, of Alab. 
Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Preston 
Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Sprague, Swift, Tomlinson’ 
Tyler, Waggeman, Webster, White, Wilkins. ‘ 

So the motion to amend was rejected. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

May 2, 1834. On motion by Mr. Webster. 

Resolved, That the secretary of the senate be authorised to 
give extracts from the executive journal of the proceedings of 
the senate in relation to the nomination and renomination of 
the directors of the bank of the United States for the year 1834, 

On motion by Mr. Preston, 

Resolved, That two thousand copies of the president’s mes- 
sage of March 11, 1834, nominating certain bank directors, and 
the report of the committee thereon, together with the pro- 
ceedings of the senate on the first and second nomination of 
said directors, be printed. 

BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 

We have obtained the following authentic memorandum, ex- 
hibiting the progress of the bank, since the removal of the de- 
posites. Atthe present moment, it possesses peculiar interest, 


Nat. Gaz. 
Loans. Public deposites. Private deposites, 
Oct. 1, 60,094,202 93 9,868,435 58 8,008,862 78 
Nov. 1, 57,210,604 38 8,232,311 18 7,285,041 88 
Dec. 1, 54,453,104 67 5,162,260 63 6,827,173 10 
Jan. 1, 54,911,46! 70 4,230,509 63 6,734,866 06 
Feb. 1, 54,842,973 64 3,066,561 72 6,715,312 60 
March 1, 56,167,829 86 2,604,233 62 7,343,129 92 
April 1, 54,806,817 62 2,932,866 74 7,166,028 2) 
May 1, 53,756,485 18 3,251,345 64 7,022,820 10 
Circulation. Specie. — to. of 
Oct. 1, 19,128,189 57 10,663,441 51 4,719,972 
Nov. 1, 18,518,000 57 10,342,160 46 4,489,217 
Dec. t, 18,650,912 90 9,818,529 25 4,083,258 
Jan. 1, 39,208,379 90 10,031,237 72 2,519,385 
Feb. 1, 19,260,472 90 10,523,385 69 3,211,385 
March 1, 18,523,189 00 10,385,439 15 2,035,985 
April 1, 17,521,264 39 10,180,008 76 2,195,489 


May 1, 16,604,147 90 11,183,774 54 3,094,787 
The following is a general view of the resources and respon- 
sibilities of the bank on the Ist of May, 1834:— 








Circulation 16,604,147 
Deposites 10,274,165 
Unclaimed dividends 80,254 
—— 26,958,566 
To meet which there is— 
Specie $11,183,774 
Notes of state banks 1,706,104 
Balances do. 1,388,683 
3,094,787 
Funds in Europe 1,650,590 
Real estate 2,909,076 
Loans #35,212,231 
Domestic bills 18,544,253 
Mortgages, &c. 87,141 
53,843,625 
Due by the United States 164,110 
72,845,892 
45,887 ,326 
Stockholders 35,000,000 





Surplus $10,887,326 
The results to be deduced from this statement are equally 
curious and important: 
Ist. The total amount of the reduction of the loans 


since the Ist of October, the time of the removal 
of the deposites, is 


6,337,717 75 
While the total reduction of the deposites ia 
of public deposites 6,617,089 94 
of private deposites 986 ,042 68 
Making an ugegregate of 7,603,132 62 


2d. The total reduction of the notes in circulation 
is 2,524,041 67 

3d. The increase of the specie is 520,333 03 
4th. The specie of the bank is now $11,183,774 54 
The notes and debts ofother banks 3,094,787 00 





14,278,561 54 
While the notes in circulation amount to 16,604,147 90 


There are other and more important considerations presented 
by this statement— 


Ist. The bank of the United States has now out- 
standing debts from individuals, amounting 


to $53,756,485 18 
And from banks, amounting to 3,094,787 00 


Making a total of $56,851,272 18 
The charter has yet twenty-two months to ran—so that in 
order to close its concerns, at the end of that term, the reduc- 
tion must be at the rate of two millions and a half every month. 


2d. Nothing shows more clearly the strength ef the bank than 
its present condition. 











